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VANGUARD is Moving 
in the Right Direction 

THIS VANGUARD IS the 40th issue and could be considered a milestone in its 
history albeit covering a timescale of just over seven years. Issue No. 1 appearing 
in August 1986. 

Perhaps with this milestone in mind we should compare ourselves with what 
our opponents class as publications with the same ‘leaning’. It must be clearly 
stated here that although our opponents may wish to classify thus, there is, in 
fact, no such foundation for this where the National Front is concerned. 

The publications with which Vanguard is being compared will not be named. 
However, their editors will wear the cap if it fits. 

Some may ask why Vanguard is doing this “comparison”. The reason is 
simple. We are not and never will be, as our opponents like to believe, “like 
them”. If this editorial stresses that the National Front is alone without links to 
other organisations then it will have done its job. The lack of comprehension 
existing in our opponents on this particular matter will mean, that in that 
quarter at least, it will fail. That failure though is theirs and not ours. 

Vanguard has 28 pages and a cover price of £1, the last price increase was with 
issue No.30 and there is no price rise planned. One eight page photocopied 
publication has a cover price of £1, how can that be justified? 

A Great Deal of Thought 

In Vanguard there are no full pages set aside for advertisements, constantly 
filling the same number of pages with the same advertisements. One publication 
occupies three full pages per issue this way. 

Others, and this includes the above, contain just sufficient photographs to 
stop them being mistaken for a dictionary. Some do not have any photographs 
whatsoever. Certainly photographs are expensive to include but if the editors 
put themselves in the position of the reader then many would change and very 
quickly too. 

Starting an article of a page or longer in length halfway down a page is poor 
editing, borne out of laziness, nothing more, nothing less. If an article is of this 
length then it makes sense for the headline to be at the head of the page. To put it 
elsewhere immediately loses the impact that it is intended to have. 

A great deal of thought is deliberately put into the front cover of Vanguard. 
When publications are bing sold it is the first thing seen by a potential 
purchaser. It has to be good. The front cover of Vanguard is far and away better 
than the ‘others’. They are not just a paragraph in large type in the middle of the 
first page - a sad apology for a front cover. Others have similar covers, issue in 
issue out, which reflects the complete lack of editorial imagination. 

Some publications have a doubtful future, especially the newer ones. 

If I were a subscriber to several of the ‘comparable’ publications then I would 
seriously wonder whether I was receiving value for money. In my opinion they 
are not. 

The backing of the National Front 

There is one overwhelming benefit that Vanguard has that other publications 
do not have and that is the backing of the National Front, which is the largest 
democratic patriotic political party in the UK today. 

I do accept the fact that Vanguard’s weakness is its frequency. However, my 
aim is to increase this but not at the expense of quality. Quality will not be 
compromised. 

Many National Front branches have drastically increased their order, they 
must be content with Vanguard. Quality sells! 

Improvements to Vanguard are constantly thought about and, where 
appropriate, are implemented. Vanguard is moving in the right direction, it has 
achieved a lot on its limited resources but there is much more to do. 

Finally, will the editors of the ‘compared’ publications silently note the points 
raised and remedy them? Monitoring the various reactions will be interesting to 
say the least. 

In the meantime, never mind the frequency feel the quality! 
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Do You Know What The National Front Says... 



. . . in its Bill of Rights? 

. . . on punishment and rehabilitation? 

. . . on the electoral system? 

. . . on a youth service to the nation? 

. . . about finance and inflation? 

. . . on industrial ownership? 

Do you want to find out in an easy to read but comprehensive 
format? 

If you do then send a cheque or a postal order for £2.95 (inc. p&p) 
to: Freedom Books, BCM Newpat, London, E3 3RF and ask for a 
copy of the National Front Manifesto Caring for Britain. 

For details of bulk rates ring 081 471 6872. 

If you enjoy reading Vanguard you will enjoy reading the National 
Front Manifesto Caring for Britain. 

IT IS WHITE YEARS AHEAD OF ITS TIME! 
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FREE TRADE OR NATIONAL FREEDOM? 


ALL MODERN ECONOMISTS are taught in college that 
international free trade leads to general prosperity - this is regarded 
as axiomatic - a truism not to be questioned. It is apparently as self- 
evident to 20th century economists as was the fact of the earth being 
flat to 16th century philosophers. 

However in the same way that the training of British soldiers has usually 
proved to be an excellent grounding in how to have fought the previous war, 
one wonders whether economists are trained to perfectly describe an 
economic situation that is now becoming part of history. 


The new creed of nationalism challenges 
the assertion of the benefits of free trade and 
we believe that in the next century (just 7 
years away) free trade will be viewed as being 
as absurd as nineteenth century imperialism 
now appears to us. 

The theory of the advantages of free trade 
was first put forward over 200 years ago by 
Scotsman, Adam Smith. His basis can be 
best summed up in his own words:- 

“It is the maxim of every prudent family 
never to attempt to make at home what it 
will cost him more to make than to buy”. 

Translated onto the international scene 
this becomes:- 

“If a foreign country can supply us with a 
commodity cheaper than we ourselves can 
make it, better buy it off them.” 

The theory of free trade has really 
progressed very little beyond this over the 
past two hundred years although now, of 
course, it is elaborated and couched in 
economic jargon. It is fiercely defended by 
almost all modern economists and all three 
main political parties regard it as sacrosanct 
- it is virtually heresy to question it. 

It was the blinkered belief in this theory 
that in July this year led to smiles all round 
from "world leaders” as they finally reached 
agreement on the negotiations on the 
General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 
(GATT). Most newspapers joyfully 
announced that this agreement would lead 
to worldwide economic growth as it restricts 
the rights of nations to protect their home 
markets by excluding imports. Typical 
reaction came from that well known British 
patriot and now very highly paid European 
Commissioner, Sir Leon Brittan: 

“This is an exciting day for world trade 
and good news for the world economy”. 

Sir Leon Brittan is clearly convinced. The 
National Front disagrees. We believe that 
the GATT system and free trade in general 
offers no benefits to Britain. 

Let us examine Adam Smith’s original 
proposition - that a family should not make 
what it can buy more cheaply. The clear 
implication is that the time expended on 
making the item would be better spent 
earning money in some other way so that the 
item can be bought. 

However this falls apart on two possible 
grounds:- 

1) The theory assumes that capital is 
available to finance the alternative method 
of earning money. 

2) It assumes that all members of the 
family can find employment. If one of them 
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is sitting around idle then from the point of 
view of the family it makes sense to provide 
work by making something rather than 
making nothing. 

It can be argued that in terms of the 
overall economy these are not relevant. But 
as far as the family are concerned they are 
both relevant and important. 

Now let us examine the world economic 
situation. Adam Smith’s theory says that if a 
foreign country can supply Britain with 
goods more cheaply than we can make them 
then we should import the goods, shut down 
our own industry and devote our resources 
to making goods that we can produce more 
cheaply than others. The theory of free trade 
says that by doing this the overall world 
economy will then grow more quckly. 

In the nineteenth and early twentieth 
century this appeared to be true, however, 
this was because of a particular set of 
circumstances which no longer exist, these 
are:- 

1) Transport between nations for most of 


By TOM MACKIE 


this period was relatively slow and 
expensive. The huge bulk carriers which can 
move manufactured items around the world, 
are a relatively new innovation. This means 
that goods can now be transported easily, 
quickly and cheaply around the world. This 
on its own does not affect the theory but it 
does when combined with the following: 

2) Dumping: If a company produces 1,000 
items a week it might cost, say, £5.00 each. If 
however it can produce 2,000 items a week 
the average cost will fall, say to £4.00 each. 
Therefore the factory can afford to sell the 
second thousand more cheaply. Japan has 
exploited this simple fact. It sells to a captive 
home market the first thousand items at say, 
£6.00 each but sells the second thousand 
abroad at £5.00 each. This make it a nice 
profit and enables it to undercut the goods 
being produced in countries such as Britain. 

Modern free traders say that this dumping 
should be banned, however this could only 
be done by setting up a vast bureaucracy to 
investigate the pricing policy of every single 
manufacturer that exports to another 
country. Such a bureaucracy would make a 
communist system seem positively 
unbureaucratic. 

3) Wages: Adam Smith’s theory assumes 
some parity in international wage rates, not 
an exact equality but a distinct 
comparability. In the 1990’s this has become 
nonsense. Britain is importing clothes and 
other manufactured items from countries 



SIR LEON BRITTAN: The very highly paid European Commissioner was very excited 
at the World Trade agreement. But should the British people be? 
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THE CITY: All financial centres support the idea of free trade for the simple reason 
that they make a lot of money out of it. 


where there is no trade union structure to 
protect the rights and safety of workers and 
their wage levels are absurdly low. 

If free trade is followed to its logical 
conclusion then virtually all items that are 
produced using a reasonable amount of 
labour will be cheaper to produce in low 
wage countries. Britain will be left with 
nothing that cannot be produced cheaper by 
a Ugandan working for half a dozen 
bananas a week. Free marketeers say that 
this will cause wage rates to rise in Uganda, 
and Britain will again become competitive. 
What they fail to say is that while wage rates 
in Uganda would certainly rise, it is also 
equally and obviously true that wage rates in 
Britain would fall drastically. In such a 
wholesale transfer of production, the overall 
world economy would not benefit and 
Britain of course would be devastated. 

Free trade is still flavour of the month with 
establishment politicians but it is coming 
under increasing attack. It does still have its 
devoted servants and there are many ways in 
which free trade is actively promoted. 

The City of London and other financial 
centres are among its greatest supporters for 
the very simple reason that they make a lot 
of money out of it. Every time goods are 
bought and sold across international 
boundaries the financial institutions are 
usually involved and they take their cut and 
grow rich on the proceeds. A fully protected 
nationalist economy would reduce their 
work and their profits. The political 
influence of such people is enormous and 
many politicians are well tied in to the 
financial institutions. 

International companies tend to support 
the system as well because it enables them to 
site large factories in one country and export 
to neighbouring ones. By doing so it makes 
national governments subservient to them as 
political leaders grovel to big businesses in 
their efforts to make sure that the factory is 
built in their country. Surprisingly quite a 
few leading trade unionists are in support of 
the system. There are perhaps two reasons 
for this. Firstly they like the idea of 
international trade unions which would give 


them a bigger stage to strut about on, and 
secondly, sheer stupidity in that they don’t 
understand the consequences of theiraction. 
This second possibility is not as remote as 
some people may think. After all trade union 
leaders have supported a Labour Party 
policy of unlimited immigration which 
would undermine the wages of every 
working man in Britain. 

My final attack on the theory of free trade 
is on environmental grounds. The extreme 
right wing of the Conservative Party which is 
most ardent in supporting free trade is also 
very uncaring about the environment except 
when it involves their right to go hunting on 
a few areas of preserved countryside. Their 
care for the environment of most of the 
population is virtually non-existent. 

Free trade is environmentally unfriendly. 
It involves shipping goods all around the 
world. It causes huge volumes of goods to be 


transported by road, rail and air across 
continents. It creates huge businesses which 
are some of the worst polluters in the world. 

Nationalist economic theory, on the other 
hand, and its operation using protected 
home markets would be much more friendly 
to the environment. Products would be 
produced closer to their markets, transport 
cpsts would be cut as would the pollution 
caused by this. Businesses would be smaller 
and more locally based making them far 
more accountable to local populations. 
Pride in quality and craftsmanship would 
return and workers would identify with their 
business because they would be more likely 
to know most people within the firm. 

In the same way that communism with its 
state bureaucracy is now regarded as a poor 
and tragic joke, so international free trade is 
coming to the end of its life span. It had its 
heyday in late Victorian times when Britain 
exported to an underdeveloped world able 
to supply Western Europe with its raw 
materials. As we approach the 21stcenturya 
new philosophy is needed, one which 
respects the rights of each nation to produce 
its own goods and which brings the giant 
multi-national companies back under some 
form of democratic control instead of 
allowing them to rampage across the wishes 
of the people in their psychotic pursuit of 
profit. 

As with all such radical political changes 
they tend to come at just the time when all 
established opinion is-convinced that their 
ideas are the only ones possible. 

Just when the French monarchy was 
thought to be invulnerable there arose the 
French revolution, just when the whole world 
seemed to be moving to the left came the 
collapse of communism, so just as 
internationalism seems about to engulf the 
world will come the dawn of nationalism and 
the emergence of an economic system to 
complement it. 


Trade balances by sector, £bn at 1992 


prices 




i • Minerals 


'Metal products 
1 Rubber and plastics 
Metals 

Timber and furniture 

I 

Paper, printing and publishing 

i 

Motor vehicles 
l 

Food,drink and tobacco 
I 

Electrical engineering 
Textiles and clothing 


£6ho 


PRODUCE IT AT 
HOME: Why on 
earth do we import 
so many goods that 
we can produce and 
make ourselves? 
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“This wall of silence 
is created entirely 
through fear of those 
they would be 
testifying against’’ 


There is one very difficult problem in 
getting convictions against the Triads and 
that is the unwillingness of witnesses to come 
forward and testify in court. This wall of 
silence is created entirely through fear of 
those they would be testifying against. It 
should also be remembered that the majority 
of Chinese in Britain have relatives back in 
Hong Kong who can be ‘got at’ by the Triads 
out there - even though Triads are illegal in 
Hong Kong. 

To tackle this ever increasing threat, 
covert intelligence operations have been 
launched by the police National Criminal 
Intelligence Service (NCIS). In an effort to 
smash the gangs, they have set up the special 
unit with Customs investigators and 
regional crime squad detectives. 

NCIS spokesman Tim Mahony said “Our 
fear is they are now so powerful they will 
extend their operation outside their own 
communities”. Mahony must have some 


THE THIN EDGE OF THE CHINESE WEDGE 


IN VANGUARD No. 38 the present activities 
of the Triads within the Chinese community 
located in South Africa were described. 

Perhaps it would now be opportune to 
mention some of the Triad dealings that are 
going on in the United Kingdom today. 

The Triads are Chinese gangsters whose 
criminal sphere covers a wide range of illegal 
activities. Police in Britain have uncovered 
evidence of protection rackets, credit card 
fraud, prostitution, loan sharking and illegal 
immigration. Almost all these crimes occur 
within the Chinese community. 

The sole purpose of Triads is to carry out 
criminal activities. They cannot therefore be 
operating within the law so why are they not 
outlawed in the United Kingdom? 

There are four main Triad gangs in 
Britain, War Shing War (the leader of which 
lives in Edgbaston, Birmingham - it also has 
groups operating out of Manchester and 
London), Shui Fong, 14K and San Yee On. 
Any fighting between the different Triad 
gangs normally involves the use of a 
machete. 

On the subject of protection rackets, the 
victims are often small take-aways and 
restaurants which pay anything from £25 or 
£50 upwards per week to the Triad gangs. 

In the maze of streets around Shaftsbury 
Avenue the Chinese restauranteurs and 
businessmen pay £150 or £250 to the 
collectors whose round totals about 100 
traders. The collectors are also supplied with 
free drinks, meals and video cassettes - 
which are then pirated by their bosses. 


UNDER 

COVER: 

It is a fact of life 
that wherever their 
is a substantial 
Chinese community 
there will be gangs 
of Triads. 


by STEPHEN EBBS 


grounds on which to base this statement. No 
mention of the evidence to support this fear 
has been communicated to the general 
public at large. Why not? 

Meanwhile, Customs investigators 
attached to the NCIS are gathering 
information on how gangs import drugs and 
are liaising with their counterparts in 
America, Hong Kong, Tokyo and Canada. 

It is not known if drugs are the channel in 


which “they will extend their operation 
outside their own communities”. 

Specialist anti-Triad teams have for some 
time been concentrating in areas like 
London, Glasgow, Southampton, 
Manchester and Birmingham. The Glasgow 
squad includes two Chinese-speaking 
officers who have experience in Hong Kong. 

Det. Sgt. Chris Andrews said “We can’t 
let the Triads grow to a size where they are 
taking large amounts of money out of big 
financial institutions as has happened in the 
US and Hong Kong”. 

This comment seems to reflect a very real 
fear - from a person whose experience and 
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knowledge should make him well qualified 
to say it - that, if left unchecked, the Triads 
will develop into a similar size of operation 
here in the UK. If checked, it is likely that it 
will only defer the day when it reaches that 
size. 

In July 1993 police swooped and picked 
up four men in raids in Bradford, Holmfirth 
(famed for being the location for the BBC TV 
programme ‘The Last of the Summer Wine’) 
and York. This was the result of 18 months 
undercover work which concentrated on 
Chinese restaurants and take-aways. A vast 
amount of police time is taken up in dealing 
with each Triad case, remember the lack of 
witnesses to convict gang members. 

Recent events in Manchester have also 
worried British officialdom. 

The boss of Manchester’s Triads, Georgie 
Pai (real name Chau-Chee Yau) has been 
allowed to stay in Britain despite being 
deported three times. All because of 
European laws. 

He appealed to the European Court 
against a fourth deportation order. That is 
what is worrying officials because other 
racketeers will use the same route to try to 
stay in Britain. 

He claimed that his wife, who lives in 
Altrincham - and also has a conviction for 
possessing an offensive weapon - has 
business interests in the EC. Under 
European laws, that is sufficient 
qualification for him to live in the UK. 

Incidentally, George Pai, a convicted 
racketeer, runs a successful restaurant in 
Cheltenham. 

Needless to say the situation is going to get 
worse. The above wrongdoings are being 
achieved by the criminals currently within 
the present Chinese community. What will 
happen when they are joined by a further 
250,000 ethnic Chinese from Hong Kong 
which the Conservative Government is 
going to allow into Britain? 

Even with extensive investigations - 
should resources allow - many Triad 
members will arrive in the UK. They will 
continue their ways and those already here 
will expand their operations to cover any 
shortfall made because of those who get 
turned away. 

In many instances, the first one sees of the 
members of the Chinese community in any 


part of the UK is when they open a 
restaurant or a take-away - the ideal target 
for the Triads. Whilst it would be foolish to 
say that all Chinese restaurants are being 
targetted by Triads they will certainly be 
viewed as legitimate from the Triads point of 
view in years to come. 

The expected influx from Hong Kong will 
be members of the business community, the 
typical Conservative voters, the typical 
target for the Triads . . . Any thoughts of 
reducing or removing the Triad threat from 
the United Kingdom is not really possible 
whilst Chinese people live here. It is a way of 
life for both the ‘protector’ and the 
‘protected’. 


The only real way to remove the threat from 
the UK is to stop the Chinese coming here 
from Hong Kong and to repatriate those who 
are already resident here. Surely this 
prevention is better than a cure, if indeed there 
is a cure. 

Our opponents, of whatever hue, will 
predictably call us racist for taking this 
stance. However, perhaps they ought to 
explain to the British people why they are 
prepared to allow this criminal threat to 
come here? 

As the NCIS spokesman commented 
“they may extend outside their own 
community”. Why should the British people 
suffer at the hands of the Chinese criminals? 
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TARGET FOR THE TRIADS: The expected influx from Hong Kong of members of 
the Chinese business community will be ripe targets for a Triad protection racket. 


Where There is a Will 
There’s a Way . . . 

THERE IS nothing new in the National Front saying that it is always in 
continuous need of extra finances. We make no apology for repeating it here. 

However you may not be aware of one of the ways that this can be done. That 
way is to remember the National Front in your will. If you have already written 
your will, add a codicil for the benefit of the Party. 

Although you will never know, your bequest may be the one that ensures the 
vital break-through is made to help us to achieve office and thereby enable us to 
defend our Nation and its people from the evils of internationalism. 

Your bequest will allow you to continue to support the National Front when 
you cannot help it in any other way. Although many wish they could! 

For the sake of the Sons and Daughters of Britain, remember the National 
Front in your will. 
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“ . . . that is to 
delete all references 
to Jesus as saviour” 


The change involved to make them 
acceptable is to “de-Christianise” them, that 
is, to delete all references to Jesus as the Son 
of God, Lord or Saviour. Most other 
religions see Jesus as a prophet. 

Supporters, which includes Bradford 
Inter-Faith Centre, believe it will enable all 
pupils and parents to sing all songs at 
concerts and foster greater unity in multi¬ 
faith schools. 

Those opposed to the tampering include 
Nick Seaton secretary of the Campaign For 
Real Education, who said it was part of “a 
sinister attempt to destroy the heart of 
Christian doctrine and establish a common 
culture and religion”. Perhaps he should 
have said "non-culture” and “non¬ 
religion”. For example, a mixture of various 
and very different religions or cultures will 


ASIAN FESTIVAL: The decorations might look similar but Asians at this mosque 
are celebrating Diwali, a celebration very different from our Christmas. 


CHRISTMAS WITHOUT CHRIST BY S F ™ 


BANNED IN MULTI-FAITH SCHOOLS: The traditional Crib Scene 


IN THE UNITED States such is the fear of 
legal action from civil rights groups that 
Christmas has now had foisted upon it the 
all important attitude, to some at least, of 
political correctness. 

Examples of this modern day sickness are 
many but the random ones given below will 
suffice to highlight the extent of this disease. 

The town officials of Vienna, a suburb of 
Washington, banned carols from their 1992 
Christmas pageant. After consultation with 
the town lawyers, "Jingle Bells” and 
“Frosty the Snowman” were acceptable but 
those carols celebrating the birth of Christ 
were too risky. 

This ban forced protesters to the streets 
carrying banners proclaiming “Keep Christ 
in Christmas”, they sang “Silent Night” in 
defiance. A local pastor addressing the 
group said "This was a subtle way of stealing 
our freedom of religion". 

But why the ban in a sleepy suburb of 
Washington? 

The town, in 1991, lost $7600 in legal fees 
after being sued by the American Civil 
Liberties Union (ACLU) for allowing a 
nativity scene on town property. 

Valerie Phillips, a spokeswoman for the 
ACLU, said “It’s the principle that counts. 
Part of the premise that this nation was built 
upon was that government could not impose 
any particular religion on someone.” 

This is one of many examples where the 
ACLU have taken action. Incidentally all 
against Christians. 

The Americans are so sensitive about 
giving equal weight to their “nation’s diverse 
ethnic heritage” (call that a heritage?!) that 
Christmas has become a danger zone with 
regards to seasonal etiquette. Liberal 
Americans are increasingly adopting the 


risk-free “Happy holidays” to greet their 
friends rather than torment themselves over 
whether to say “Merry Christmas” or 
“Seasons’s Greetings”. A very sad state of 
affairs indeed. 

Attempts have also been made to stop 
other small symbols of Christian 
celebration. Complaints have been made to 
civil liberties pressure groups about staff in 
government-run freeway toll booths who 
display miniature Christmas trees and also 
about policemen who show crucifixes in 


their patrol cars. 

Anti-Christian examples this side of the 
Atlantic are getting more and more common 
but thankfully the United Kindom does not 
suffer the US affliction of endless legal 
action. 

1992 saw the continued erosion of the 
UK’s Christmas Christian base include the 
doctoring, or should that be mutilation, of 
carols to make them acceptable to non- 
Christians. 

The carols include ‘Hark! The Herald 
Angels Sing”, “Silent Night”, “Once in 
Royal David’s City” and “Away in a 
Manger”. 
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not improve a child’s understanding of 
them, it will probably only confuse them, 
even to such an extent that they may turn 
their back on religion altogether and float 
without purpose between different cultures. 
Who gains from that? 

Fred Naylor, spokesman for the Parental 
Alliance for Choice in Education said 
“Religious faiths are separate and distinct. 
Carols celebrate Christmas and the birth of 
Chirst as Son of God. That is not something 
we can dilute.” 

The secretary of the National Muslim 
Education Council, Dr Syed Azz Pasha, said 
"Muslims could attend carol concerts as 
observers, but it was nonsense to claim that 
school unity could somehow be helped by 
obscuring important differences between 
religions.” 

The supporters of the changes would do 
well to listen to Dr Pasha's comments. It 
seems that the sole support for the changes 
are liberal members of the UK’s indigenous 
population. 


Nativity plays are 
the latest victim of 
politically correct 
beliefs . . . 


There is another area where politically 
correct beliefs have created problems, 
namely the nativity plays. 

Last Christmas some heads decided to 
abandon them because they had become so 
complex. The task of balancing the feelings 
of parents of Christians, Hindus, Muslims 
and numerous other religions had become 
too great for their teachers. 

Some other schools chose to present 
shows such as “The Pied Piper”. Others 
chose to dramatise Santa’s journey or 
looking at Christmas from the turkey’s point 
of view. 

Nativity plays are still popular in the vast 
majority of nominally Christian schools and 
are becoming “embellished”. Liberties are 
being taken with character, plot and music - 
pop songs and rap are used at some schools. 

All this back stepping is not questioned by 
our Christian “leaders”. This only serves to 
emphasise the high level liberal and religious 
self-destruct attitude that they appear to 
have - the writer can see no other reason for 
their lack of outspokenness in defence of 
their and our religion. Are they really 
prepared to allow this erosion of Christian 
values to go on unchecked in a Christian 
country? What do they hope to achieve by 
allowing this erosion to take place? 

One only needs to cast one’s mind back to 
the Gulf War and the implementation of a 
strict non-Christian activity code in the 
various Arab nations and yet the nations so 
called leaders were still prepared to allow 
our soldiers to go to a place where they were 
in great danger without the benefit of being 
able to seek comfort or guidance from the 
Bible. A tragic state of affairs. 

The “leaders” of the Christian churches 
ought to ask; why is it always the Christians 


who have to compromise? The Saudis do 
not, even though there are many Europeans 
working there, in particular in the defence 
and oil industries. 

The Evangelical Alliance have recently 
produced a 12 page booklet to counter what 
is describes as “increasing alarm” among 
practicing Christians as to how far “multi¬ 
faith” education may undermine children’s 
beliefs. 

For example, it points out that if classes 
are acting out stories related to the Hindu 
festival of Diwali then parents should check 
that no idols or worship are involved. It also 
urges parents to point out to teachers that all 
religions do not have the same aims, values, 
or ideas of what God is like. 

The National Front believes that nearly 
all parents wish to see their children brought 
up in their o&n cultural environment. 
Consequently, pending the repatriation of 
all people of alien ethnic origin, we would 
segregate our schools along racial lines. 

This would allow British children to be 
brought up with a British education and 
Moslem children to be taught in Moslem 
schools. This latter point is of great value as 
it will enable Moslems to re-integrate into 
the society which their forebears created far 
more easily. It will thus make our humane 
financially-assisted repatriation policy that 


much more easier to implement. 

This obsession with “multi-religion” will 
only destroy a child’s true religious identity 
leaving them without a true understanding 
of the religion which their families have 
practiced for generations. 

Future generations will pay the price for 
that . . . and they need not. 


DISCLAIMER 

THE appearance of any advertisement in 
Vanguard does not imply that the editor 
has any knowledge of, interest in or 
support for the product, service, 
organisation or function advertised. If 
intending advertisers are known by the 
editor to sell any items that are of a neo- 
Nazi nature then the intended 
advertisement will be declined whether the 
neo-Nazi item is advertised or not. Our 
political opponents may call us “Nazis” 
but that does not mean we are “Nazis”. 
Individuals who believe our opponents 
description of us and believe that we will 
take such advertisements will soon find out 
that we do not. Save both your money and, 
more importantly, the editor’s time by not 
asking for such advertisements to be 
placed. 
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MAIL ORDER DRUGS CAUSE EURO HEADACHE 



THE NATIONAL FRONT have constantly 
and consistently drawn attention to the 
inherent and never-to-be resolved 
shortcomings of the EEC and its anti¬ 
national aims. 

The priority of the EEC officials is 
harmonisation, the introduction of 
legislation to achieve “equality” in the single 
market. 

However, cross-EEC harmonisation is 
fraught with difficulty for EEC officials 
because of different licensing and pricing 
regulations which distort the single market. 

In proposed new EEC mail-order laws 
patients could buy medicines from other 
countries through the post. People will be 
able to flick through a catalogue and place 
an order in a country where the drugs are 
sold over the counter. This will mean drugs 
can be obtained without getting a doctor’s 
prescription. 

Some may view this as a benefit, others, 
including the National Front, do not. 

Paracetamol, which can be bought over 
the counter in Britain, is available only on 
prescription in France. This piece of cross- 
EEC legislation therefore undermines 
French national sovereignty. It is France’s 
business, and France’s business alone, which 
drugs it wants to have available only on 
prescription in France. 

Likewise, Halcion, a sleeping drug, is now 
banned in the United Kingdom but is legal in 
other EEC countries. This undermines the 
UK’s national sovereignty. 

Under the Medicines Act, individuals can 
import pharmaceuticals for their own 
personal use. However, this has been 
exploited to allow products such as so-called 
“smart drugs” to be brought in. These drugs 
can already be bought by mail order from 
France and include those that claim to 
improve sex lives, intelligence and to 
prolong life. “Smart drugs” cannot be 
advertised in Britain and mail-order forms 
have to be sent from France. 


The responsibility for policing the 
importation of medicines is currently in 
dispute between the Department of Health 
and the pharmaceutical industry. 

The Association of the British 
Pharmaceutical Industry is concerned at the 
lack of controls. They have commented that 
with trade barriers coming down, more must 
be done to ensure the quality and safety of 
imported pharmaceuticals. 

The ABPI is pressing the Government to 
begin routine analysis of imported 
medicines to ensure that an import has 
records which clearly identify the original 
manufacturer. This has been brought about 
by the growing trade in counterfeit (usually 
lacking in active ingredients) and re¬ 
imported medicines. 

Police evidence shows counterfeit 
medicines are being re-imported with legal 
European imports and dispensed through 
unsuspecting pharmacists. 

Other medicines are bought at a discount 
for export to the Third World but are then 
re-imported and frequently re-packed with a 
fresh expiry date for re-selling. 


“A flood of drugs 
through the postal 
system could only 
increase the 
problems with 
policing the 
counterfeit trade” 


The ABPI believe that a flood of drugs 
through the postal system could only 
increase problems with inadequate policing 
of the counterfeit trade. 

At the EEC, Christiane Scrivener, the 
Commissioner for Environment, Fhiblic 
Health and Consumer Protection, said she 
accepted the potential for abuse under the 
planned legislation. But she has also made it 
clear that she does not want amendments 
which introduce too much regulation. 

Euro-MP’s have condemned the 
legislation and say it will lead to abuse of 
potentially dangerous drugs. Predictably 
there was no mention of the undermining of 
national sovereignty. 

Naill Andrews, MEP for Dublin, heads a 
group which demands specific exclusion of 
pharmaceutical products from the new laws 
arguing that they should not apply to “drugs 
designated as available on prescription only 
in one or more member states.” 

He continued “It is terribly wrong that 
anyone could get any drug they wanted 
without having to consult their doctor or 
pharmacist.” 

“The Parliament is going for all sorts of 
crazy things but this is the craziest of them 
all. People who do not know a thing about 
medicines will be prescribing for 
themselves.” 

However it does not matter whether 
pharmaceutical products are specifically 
excluded or not from this proposed 
legislation. And judging from the remarks 
made by Christiane Scrivener - which are 
quoted above - there seems very little chance 
that pharmaceutical products will be 
excluded. 

The fact remains that this one piece of 
proposed legislation, introduced on a 
blanket basis across national boundaries, 
would inevitably undermine the national 
sovereignty of at least one of the 12 EEC 
nations. This is unjust, unnecessary and, in 
this example, potentially fatal. 
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Mr Andrews, the MEP for Dublin, says 
above that “The Parliament is going for all 
sorts of crazy things”. So even if this 
loophole in the proposed legislation is by 
some miracle closed, Mr Andrews admits 
that other pieces of doubtful legislation have 
gone before. 

It is still anyones’ guess though as to how 
many pieces of legislation similar to the 
above have actually succeeded in becoming 
law. We may never know. 

Indeed it is just such legislation that once 
uncovered for the general public at large to 
see will show the EEC to be the interfering, 
anti-national and undemocratic body that it 
is. 

As is always the case, it will take the death 
of EEC residents to force this lunatic piece of 
EEC legislation to be brought to the 
attention of the general public. Until a death 
occurs the piece of legislation will be duly 
ignored by the mass communicators. 

Having said that the present political 
direction is failing we ought to state what it 
should be replaced with. 

There is absolutely nothing wrong with 
individual nations within Europe (or 
elsewhere) having agreement between each 
other where both nations see fit to have these 
mutual agreements. Each nation deciding 
for itself what it should and should not do. 
All that would be missing would be the 
massive amount of infrastructure with its 
associated huge cost. 


Those who hold the very lucrative and in 
many cases non-accountable positions, the 
MEP’s themselves and others who have built 
this empire - and “empire” is chosen 
deliberately - will not want their privileged 
but unnecessary positions being shown to be 
surplus to requirements, they will naturally 
want the present structure to continue. Self 
preservation is the name of the game. 

It is this inevitable conflict between 
everything that a nation’s ancestors have 
passed to that nation’s present generation, 
which in turn the hold in trust for the next 
generation, and an unnatural grouping, the 
EEC. The natural will anways conquer the 
unnatural, the natural has roots to secure it, 
the unnatural has not. 

The natural way for a nation is self 
determination within its own boundaries, 
this belief is embodied as one of the three 
roots of the ideology of the National Front. 
It is known as National Freedom. The other 
two roots are Social Justice and Racial 
Preservation. 

However vast the EEC may appear it 
makes no difference. The strength of the 
people to seek National Freedom will 
overcome it. 

One has only to look eastwards to the 
former empire that was centred on Moscow 
to see what can be achieved when people 
seek National Freedom. 

How many days will it be before one can 
say “EEC R.I.P.”? 


EEC LAWS THREATEN OUR 
NATIONAL FREEDOM 



EEC legislation undermines the 
national sovereignty of Britain. 


FRIENDS OF 
THE FRONT 


Get to Hear all 
the Latest News! 



ARE YOU AWARE that every day the National Front receives coverage 
in many local newspapers? 

Are you aware that because the National Front receives so much local 
coverage a huge proportion of it, due to limitations of space, is not seen by 
the membership at large? 

Are you aware that the cost of this coverage, were it to be paid 
advertising, is estimated to be in the region of £5,000 per month? 

Are you aware that you can now obtain photocopies of much of this 
previously undisclosed good publicity? 

How? Read on . . . 

The ONLY way to receive this reservoir of good coverage is to enrol as a 
Friend of the Front. In addition to the above. Friends of the Front also 
receive a contribution card and the Friends of the Front bulletin. 

Friends of the Front also receive the peace of mind that comes from 
knowing that they are doing that little bit extra to ensure a white British 
future for the United Kingdom. 

To become a Friend of the Front requires you, as a National Front 
member or supporter, to undertake to donate £5 or more per month to the 
National Front. There are two ways of paying, either by sending a monthly 
cheque to Head Office or by direct debit. 

If you want to become a Friend of the Front then send your first payment 
to:- The Secretary, P.O. Box 2269, London, E6 3RF. Further details 
including payment by direct debit, can be obtained from this address. All 
enquiries are without obligation. 

The National Directorate of the National Front wish to place on record 
their appreciation of the financial sacrifice that has been made by the 
members of the Friends of the Front scheme. There is no doubt that the 
funds raised by this scheme are the day-to-day lifeblood of the National 
Front. Thank you one and all. 
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RACIAL CONFLICT: BRITAIN WANTS A SOLUTION! 



MOST BRITISH people are heartily sick of 
the cult of political correctness which means 
that criminals go unpunished, homosexuals 
are made out to be normal, black people 
enjoy special privileges, television transmits 
anti-British propaganda and the average, 
white, heterosexual person is made to feel 
guilty. 

This sick culture has its roots in the 
Marxist domination of British universities 
during the 1950’s, 1960’s and 1970’s. 
Students were embued with the idea of 
worldwide brotherly love, the elimination of 
all national and local cultural identities, a 
sense of guilt about the civilisation which 
our forefathers built and the 'ideals’ of the 
‘communist new man’. Even those students 
who rejected the practical application of 
such ideas as seen in Hungary and 
Czechoslovakia, still absorb many ideas of 
the communist philosophy. 

The people who today dominate the 
establishment - television, the newspapers, 
the middle and upper echelons of the civil 
service, the police and even the church, all 
grew out of the 1960’s universities. Scarcely 
any of them have been capable of any truly 
original thought which would be needed to 
break out of their mental straight jackets, 
and their lives have become bounded by the 
assumptions which they took on board 
during their informative years. 

Since they left university, instead of 
watching a steadily advancing Marxist 
utopia which most of them expected, they 
have seen a total collapse of virtually every 
communist regime. Yet in Britain the 
ideological dominance of the Left has only 
been challenged by the shallow and greedy 
concept of Thatcherism - unbridled free 
marketism, where the sick and elderly go to 
the wall in an uncaring and unfeeling society 
where survival and success goes to the fittest 
and most ruthless and to hell with the rest. 

In France and in some other European 
countries there has always been an 
ideological nationalist movement which has 
given support to the only other alternative to 
these two systems - racial nationalism. In 
France this intellectual tradition has helped 
to underpin the rise of the Front National. 

In Britain in the 1970’s the National Front 
made some progress in promoting the cause 
of racial nationalism. In some parts of the 
country active and sensible units of the party 
were able to sink local roots and win 
substantial local support. Even in 
universities we were able to start the difficult 
process of promoting nationalism and we 
were able to form a loosely organised 
student association. We were able to 
articulate the worries and fears of many 
British people and to offer them some hope 
for the future. 

However as soon as we started to make 
real progress both at local and national level 
we were badly let down and many of our 
efforts came to nothing. The seeds of our 
own destruction were carried with us. We 
had with us a minority of members who held 
strange political beliefs of varying 
descriptions, we also had a few out and out 
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thugs who were only members because they 
enjoyed the livelier activities. 

Every time we made our advance there 
would be a media expose either locally or 
nationally and we would watch our hard 
work crumble to dust. In Blackburn two 
National Front (to be strictly accurate 
National Party) members were elected as 
councillors - they were then forced to resign 
after firearm charges were levelled against 
them. In a few areas there were connections 
between NF members and racial attacks and 
general hooliganism. And finally when, 
despite all this, we started to achieve better 
election results we were let down by our own 
leaders who were exposed on television as 
incompetent, as having National Socialist 
backgrounds and tendencies and as being 
prepared to stage deliberately provocative 
activities. 

The British people started to associate the 
National Front with trouble, with 
hooliganism and with neo-Nazism. While 
they liked our policies they would not 
support a violent, unpleasant and 
incompetent organisation which also 
contained a small but significant number of 
neo-Nazis. 

The membership of the National Front 
learned its lesson: we got rid of the 
hooligans, we became competent and 
efficient and we expelled those leaders with 
strange political beliefs. In short we turned 
the National Front into what most members 
and most of the British people wanted. The 
people we got rid of did various things - 
some just faded out of politics, some set up 
their own short-lived organisations and 
some joined John Tyndall in his neo-Nazi 
British National Party. 

The British National Party recently 
gained an electoral success in East London, 
however immediately all their internal 
weaknesses showed and were fully exposed 
in the glare of the national media coverage. 
Their candidate appeared giving a Nazi 
salute, their national organiser was arrested 
after a racial attack and some of their 
supporters were filmed going on the 


rampage. The people who elected their 
candidate, along with some BNP members 
are now feeling badly let down. Also 
interestingly in Blackburn at a similar time 
in a council election their candidate received 
just nine votes. 

Some people may say that when a 
National Front member is elected the same 
will happen. While it is true that we cannot 
expect the media to be nice to us, they will 
not be able to portray our candidates as neo- 
Nazis, because they are not neo-Nazis and 
they do not give neo-Nazi salutes. They will 
not be able to portray our members as 
hooligans and thugs as they do not go on the 
rampage and they do not engage in racial 
attacks. 

The National Front has deliberately 
avoided confrontations not because of 
cowardice but because they are counter¬ 
productive - they hand an easy victory to our 
enemies in the media and the rest of the 
establishment. 

Today the National Front is making 
deliberate but concrete progress in most 
areas of Britain with our average vote 
climbing steadily. We are now able to 
achieve relatively solid election results in 
most parts of the country. As our results 
improve we can be confident that there are 
no skeletons in the cupboard and that our 
progress is built on firm foundations. Our 
success will not be undermined by internal 
weakness and bad leadership as it was in the 
late 1970’s. 

The National Front has confronted and 
solved the problems that beset us in the past. 
We can now look forward to acting on 
behalf of and fulfilling the wishes of the 
British people. Although desperate for 
action to stop immigration, re-vitalise our 
manufacturing base, bring law and order to 
our streets, the British people will never 
place their support in a gang of neo-Nazi 
cranks in charge of violent hooligans. 

They would, however, turn to a 
respectable clear-headed patriotic party that 
seeks to make Britain a safe and pleasant 
land for their children to grow up in. 
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NATIONAL SOVEREIGNTY- 


WHY BRITAIN NEEDS A 
BRITISH COASTGUARD! 


BY GEORGE POMFRET 



FIGHTING FOR THEIR LIVELIHOODS: British fishermen blockade a British port to stop Spanish trawlers fishing in 
British waters. Policing our waterways should be the job of a British Coastguard and not left to our fishermen. 


THE STORY OF the steady erosion of British sovereignty, which 
really began during the Second World War, is a sorry tale, and, as 
most nationalists will tell you, a gratuitous one. Today's nationalist is 
concerned with not maintaining sovereignty but with regaining basic 
sovereign rights. 

Basic to any definition of state sovereignty is a clearly defined national 
space. But, thanks to the dictates of the European Community, our space 
has been steadily shrinking; and, should the open-border policy be initiated, 
there will really be no national space left at all. 


For those who do not rejoice at this 
prospect, there is really only one solution to 
the problem and that is the Democratic 
Racial Nationalism of the National Front. 
The particulars of a nationalist domestic 
policy, to be introduced in order to simply 
regain the upper hand within our own land 
frontiers, are generally known, and will not 
be dealt with here, except to acknowledge 
that they are essential elementary steps on 
the road to recovering our ancient rights. 
But beyond the land, at sea, we also have 
ancient rights. 

Once upon a time, for a short period, the 


United Kingdom had its own offshore 
Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ). On paper, 
this zone still exists. But in inactive fishing 
ports, like Boston and Hull, they will tell you 
just how valuable that piece of paper really 
is. For what should be an integral part of the 
realm, as integral a part as the Pennines, has, 
in effect been absorbed by the E.C. It was to 
avoid just this occurrence that Norway, with 
more common sense, more foresight, and 
more honesty, declined membership in the 
Community in the early Seventies. Who is 
better off today? 


A National Front government, ever- 
mindful of it’s single moral obligation, to 
put the needs of native Britons first and 
foremost, will want to re-establish national 
sovereignty within the traditional British 
maritime space. And to accomplish this, in a 
most efficient and effective manner, it may 
be desirable to create a new organisation - a 
British Coastguard. 

In the early 1970’s, the Ministry of 
Defence commissioned a working party to 
examine a new sphere of interest: the 
multitude of national assets and interests in 
the British offshore waters. So valuable and 
complex were these deemed to be, that, 
collectively, they were christened “The 
Offshore Tapestry.” 

The importance which some nations 
attach to their offshore resources, and there 
sovereignty over them, had just been rudely 
driven home to H.M. Government - for the 
second time. 

In 1958 Iceland had unilaterally declared 
a 12 mile Exclusive Fishing Zone (EFZ) 
around her coastline. These were waters 
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ILL-EQUIPPED: In 1975 when Iceland unilaterally extended her EFZ to 200 miles, 
the Royal Navy warships were found to be ill-equipped to perform the duties required. 


which had previously been considered open, 
and were fished by boats from several 
nations, but especially Britain. And so, for 
the next two years, armed Icelandic 
Coastguard gunboats chased off contesting 
British trawlers, and jousted with their more 
numerous, but ill-equipped Royal Navy 
escorts. In 1961 the U.K. admitted defeat; 
and in 1964 Britain pushed her own EFZ out 
to 12 miles. 

In 1972 Iceland unilaterally extended her 
EFZ out to 50 miles. This extension, too, 
was contested. Soon, sturdy Icelandic 
gunboats were cutting trawler’s nets, and 
ramming sophisticated, but nonetheless ill- 
equipped British frigates. When these tactics 
failed, Iceland threatened to break off 
diplomatic relations. This worked; and in 
1973 the Second Cod War came to an end, 
Britain acknowledging another defeat. 

Later, in 1975, Iceland unilaterally 
extended her EFZ to 200 miles - quadruple 
the old distance. Again, Royal Navy 
warships were found to be ill-equipped to 
perform the duties required of them. The 
Icelanders, rammed repeatedly, actually did 
break off diplomatic relations, and even 
threatened to withdraw from NATO. By 
June 1976 it was all over, and the results 
were the same as before. A nation with a 
navy of gunboats had considered its offshore 
resources to be important enough to 
challenge a nuclear-armed power - and won. 

The U.K. stretched its own EFZ out to 200 
miles in December of 1976; but early in 1977 
the whole area, with the exception of a 
narrow (12 mile) coastal strip of Territorial 
Sea, was absorbed by the EEC, and 
subjected to the abuses of its infamous 
Common Fisheries Policy. These traditional 
British Seas were thereby opened up to 
thousands of fisherman from all parts of the 
Community, who had already depleted their 
own fish stocks. 

The contrast between Iceland’s attitude 
toward, and actions regarding, her sovereign 
maritime rights, and the supine posture that 
successive British governments adopted 
before the EC’s never-ceasing 
encroachments, could not be better 
illustrated. 

RUN CONTINUOUS 

Where exactly is the Offshore Tapestry; 
what does it contain; and why is it important? 

The British EEZ surrounds the United 
Kingdom. Its sea frontiers run continuous 
with those of the nations which encircle the 
U.K,: Norway, Denmark, Germany, 
Holland, Belgium, France, Ireland, and the 
Faroe Islands (a self-governing Danish 
dependency). It runs, therefore, from a point 
north of the Shetlands, down through the 
middle of the North Sea and out through the 
English Channel to an arc 200 miles off 
Land’s End, then back up St. George’s 
Channel into the Irish Sea, over to the 
frontier of Northern Ireland, and out 
through the mouth of the North Channel to 
widen and encompass Rockall and its EFZ, 
and finally north east, back between the 
Faroes and the Shetlands. In extent, it covers 
270,00 square miles of surface, water 
column, and seabed. Overall, this seamass is 


nearly three times as large as the nation’s 
landmass. 

Although the EEZ, as a whole, is a region 
of wealth and opportunity, it also has some 
problem areas. In the north west, Rockall is 
at the centre of a possibly inflammatory 
boundary dispute between the U.K., 
Iceland, Denmark, and Ireland. In the 
south, an unceasing stream of vessels (some 
carrying potentially hazardous cargo) churn 
their way through the English Channel. In 
the east, the North Sea is busy and crowded. 
Its surface is speckled with oil and gas 
platforms, as well as fishing, pleasure, and 
passenger craft. Its bottom is covered with a 
network of oil and gas pipelines, and 
submarine cables. 

Currently, there are several different 
organisations, each with its own area of 
responsibility, managing navigation, safety, 
law enforcement, and pollution control, in 
this single aqua-ecoregion. 

The present Coastguard Service is a 
branch of the Department of Transport. Its 
main function is to co-ordinate maritime 
search and rescue (SAR) activities. (It also 
co-ordinates cliff rescues.) To perform this 
task, it may call upon the resources of the 
Ministry of Defence for fixed-wing aircraft, 
helicopters, and ships. When required, it 
also makes use of passing merchant ships 
and commercial aircraft. Its best known 
asset, however, is the Royal National 
Lifeboat Institution (RNLI), a largely 
volunteer body. 

Increasingly, H.M. Coastguard is 
becoming involved in the regulation of 


maritime traffic. Schemes to separate 
shipping around the coasts into lanes are a 
recent development. The Dover Strait 
Scheme, for instance, is monitored by the 
coastguard radar and radio station at St. 
Margaret’s Bay. While the Channel 
Navigation Information Service is a joint 
Anglo-French venture, which, primarily 
through the use of radar, but also with the 
help of ships and aircraft, monitors the 
steady stream of traffic pulsing through this, 
the world’s most heavily transited straight. 

Because of the high density of traffic and 
the diversity of shipping the risk of collision 
or mishap here is great. There are the laden 
super tankers ploughing steadily up- 
Channel, the ferries and hovercraft crossing 
at right angles to them, fishing fleets 
pursuing their catches, and sail boats 
meandering to-and-fro. Problems can also 
be caused by the weather, which can mean 
choppy seas, tidal currents, and fog, and the 
unstable nature of the bottom, with its 
migrating sand waves, shoals, and over 
2,000 wrecks. 

The task of continually up-dating the 
charts of these ever-changing waters belongs 
to the Naval Surveying Service, which is an 
arm of the Hydrographic Department of the 
Royal Navy. The Department was 
established in 1795, and Admiralty charts 
have long had a world-wide reputation for 
accuracy. 

Trinity House, a private corporation, is 
responsible for wreck-marking and buoyage 
in the waters around the U.K., that lie 
beyond port limits. Trinity House also 


Page 14 





-VANGUARD No.40 


assumes responsibility for lighting the coasts 
of England and Wales with manned and 
unmanned lighthouses and beacons. The 
lighting of the coast of Scotland is under the 
jurisdiction of the Northern Lighthouse 
Board. While the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights maintain both Ulster and Eire 
beacons. Three different organisations . . . 

The regulation of the EFZ is left largely to 
the Royal Navy, whose Fisheries Protection 
Squadron can trace its history back to 1379. 
In Scotland, however, the Scottish Fisheries 
Protection Agency has its own vessels to 
carry out the dictates of the Scottish Office, 
Agriculture and Fisheries Department. 

Meanwhile, nearer shore. Customs and 
Excise has its own craft to enforce the 
Queen’s Custom. 

POLLUTION 

A major concern in British waters - as in all 
European Seas - is pollution. 

The Department of Trade is the authority 
responsible for the prevention or control of 
marine pollution. Vessel-source pollution 
causes about a quarter of all pollution in 
British waters. Here, the Department’s tasks 
are threefold: firstly, to prevent deliberate 
discharges; secondly, to prevent vessel 
groundings and collisions, and thirdly, once 
an accident has occurred, to contain any 
resulting pollution. 

The major source of pollution, however, is 
shore-based; and most of this is fed into the 
North Sea. 

A population numbering in the millions 
dwells on the coastline and their sewage, 
most of it untreated, pours into it. Nearby 
are huge, non-stop, industrial complexes, 
which also discharge their waste into its 


waters. 

On the sea itself, barges dump sewage 
sludge and industrial waste, sometimes 
smothering the marine life below. At the 
same time, there is constant dredging, and 
the constantly risky business of hydro¬ 
carbon extraction going on. 

Fortunately, the watermass is mobile, and 
storms and wave action constantly flush this 
body of water - but abused, it remains. 

The British Seas are steadily polluted in 
other quarters too. 

Cooling waters from nuclear power 
stations, organic chemicals (PCBs and 
DDT), oil and heavy metals, are all dumped 
into them via rivers and pipelines. Caesium, 
from a French nuclear reprocessing plant, is 
discharged into the Channel. The 
reprocessing plant at Dounreay, Scotland, 
releases strontium into Pentland Firth. 
However, it is the Irish Sea which is most 
affected, as the reprocessing plant at 
Windscale uses a pipeline to pass radio 
active plutonium into it. 

There are, then, a multiplicity of current 
tasks demanding attention in British waters. 
To these might be added a couple of others. 
The first is anti-smuggling, and this pertains 
especially to the drug trade. The second 
concerns immigration control, and the 
patrolling of our frontiers, in whichever 
dimension, land, sea or air, in order to halt 
illegal immigrants. This last would be of 
special interest to a National Front 
government, and naturally correlative to its 
policy of racial ecology. 

In light of the above, perhaps it is time 
that this British aqua-ecoregion was 
regarded and managed as a holistic entity, 
instead of remaining a domain of many 
separate fiefdoms. 


NATIONAL SOVEREIGNTY- 


One of our North Sea neighbours, 
Norway, has already established a 
Coastguard, and we might regard it as a 
possible model for a British Coastguard. It 
should be kept in mind, though, that, while 
this nation and the U.K. share many 
common interests, the Norwegian 
Coastguard has been tailored to meet 
particular national needs, and manned and 
equipped according to national inclinations 
and resources. 

Norway’s Coastguard was established in 
1977, primarily to patrol the nation’s EFZ, 
which stretches up into the Barents Sea, and 
also to guard her North Sea oil platforms. 
Additional duties have since evolved: and 
these include SAR; environmental 
regulation enforcement; and maritime 
police duties. 


“As proved during the 
Falklands War, the 
Lynx is a most effective 
and versatile machine” 


The Coastguard is a component of the 
Royal Norwegian Navy (RNN). Its 
personnel number 675, and are drawn from 
the RNN and the Royal Norwegian Air 
Force (RNAF), as well as from civilian 
sources. It operates thirteen Offshore Patrol 
Vessels (OPVs), and also three gun-armed 
corvette-sized cutters. The cutters are air- 
capable, and can carry helicopters. The 
RNAF has assigned six of its Lynx 
helicopters to Coastguard duties. 

As the Royal Navy proved during the 
Falklands War, the Lynx is a most effective 
and versatile machine. Ship’s flights used 
them for anti-submarine patrols, as light 
transports, in the reconnaissance and 
surveillance role, and for naval gunfire 
spotting. Being armed with General Purpose 
Machine Guns (GPMGs) and Sea Skua air- 
surface missiles, they also proved their 
worth in the anti-ship role. 

A substantia! little armed force then, the 
Norwegian Coastguard. 

An independent British Coastguard 
would have little to do with the actual 
military defence of the nation. Maritime 
defence should rightly remain in the hands 
of the Royal Navy. And it is to be hoped 
that, under a nationalist government, the 
Royal Navy will not only increase in size, but 
that its current function, as basically an 
Eastern Atlantic (Eastlant) navy will be 
greatly expanded, and shadow the path of 
British interests abroad, some of which, this 
writer believes , are in the far corners of the 
globe. 

Also, as the Cod Wars repeatedly 
demonstrated, naval vessels cannot be used 
to maximum advantage in peacetime coastal 
tasks. What are really needed are specialised 
offshore patrol craft. 

As an organisation, a British Coastguard 
would concern itself with the management 
of navigation, pollution control, search and 
rescue, surveying, and lay enforcement 
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within the British EEZ. 

It would assume the maritime duties of the 
Department of Transport; and the direction 
of those organisations under it, such as the 
Coastguard Service and the RNLI. 

The responsibility for controlling marine 
pollution, currently within the province of 
the Department of Trade, would also be 
turned over to the Coastguard. 

Trinity House and the Northern Lights 
would come under its supervsion. 
Additionally, the lighting of Northern 
Ireland would become a Coastguard 
responsibility. 

All hydrographic surveying, within 
British waters, would be carried out by the 
new organisation. 

The fisheries protection roles, currently 
performed by the Fisheries Protection 
Squadron of the Royal Navy, and also the 
Scottish Fisheries Protection Service, would 
be assumed by it. Additional duties of a 
police nature, such as the prevention of 
smuggling and illegal immigration, would 
also be under its jurisdiction. 

Some of these tasks, as will be elucidated 
momentarily, will require separate, trained. 
Coastguard personnel. However, the 
organisations, among those listed above, 
which already function efficiently, should be 
allowed a large measure of independence. 
(Always keep in mind the ancient, time- 
honoured axiom - "If it ain't broke, don’t fix 
it-") 

As far as personnel are concerned, there 
are people who would wish to serve the 
nation in a maritime capacity, but who 
would prefer, and be temperementally 
suited, to do so in a coastguard role, rather 
than in a distinctly military or commercial 
one. And their contributions would be just 
as valuable as those made by people in the 
nation's other maritime arms: the Royal 
Navy and the Merchant Navy. 

THREE ARMS 

How might a British Coastguard be 
organised and equipped? 

This writer perceives the Coastguard as 
being a service with three arms: ashore, 
afloat, and air. 

Ashore, it would perform regulatory work 
regarding vessel inspection and officer 
licensing, current coastguard functions, and 
lighthouse duties. 

The sea-going arm would guard the EEZ, 
be on call for pollution control, and carry 
out surveying. 

The Royal Navy currently has nine OPVs: 
two Castle Class: and seven Island Class. 

The Castles’ have a standard 
displacement of 1,250 tons; are 266' in 
length; and are capable of doing 20 knots. A 
significant design feature is their flight deck; 
and they are capable of landing a Sea King 
helicopter. In addition, they have shown 
themselves to be tough, reliable ships, under 
the most difficult of circumstances. 

During the Falklands War, each Castle 
was armed with a 40mm AA gun, and 2 x 
7.62 GPMGs, and sent to the South 
Atlantic, where they were to be used as 
dispatch vessels. 

The Dumbarton Castle served at 


Ascension Island as Guard-ship. She was 
also used to ferry stores between the airhead 
there and shipping offshore. 

In mid-May the Leeds Castle sailed to the 
Total Exclusion Zone, and joined the 
Carrier Battle Group off the Falklands. 
Soon, however, she was on her way to South 
Georgia. There, she was used as a fuelling 
station for Sea Kings, which were shuttling 
supplies back and forth at this vital rear 
staging area. The seas were much too rough 
to actually land, in-flight refuelling was 
practiced. Developed in the late 1960s, this is 
a technique wherein a helicopter hovers over 
a vessel, and picks up the ship’s fuel hose 
with its rescue winch. It then connects the 
hose to the aircraft’s own fuel system, and 
pumps up the AVGAS, all the while keeping 
station with the vessel below. (A Sea King’s 
normal range is nearly 600 miles.) 

The Island Class vessels, on the other 
hand, lack helicopter facilities, and are 
smallerand slower then the Castles. But like 
their counterparts, they too are armed. 

The Scottish Service has about a dozen 
OPVs of its own, some as large as Island 
Class vessels, which could be added to the 
Coastguard inventory. 

As far as hydrography is concerned, the 
Royal Navy might be able to contribute as 
many as ten vessels to the task. These are of 
three types: ocean survey ships; coastal 
survey vessels; and inshore survey craft. 

PROTECTION ROLE 

Other kinds of craft might be used too. 
For instance, at one time the Royal Navy 
had a hydrofoil. HMS Speedy, employed in 
the fisheries protection role. Although she 
did experience sea-keeping difficulties, she 
also had a very high transit speed, which 
proved useful. Once, the Navy also used 
hovercraft in the same role. The Canadian 


Coastguard, a civilian organisation, still 
employs them. 

Naval architects are continually 
experimenting with fascinating new design 
concepts, from wind-powered corvettes to 
multi-hulled models, which can be adopted 
for offshore patrol duties. All could be 
armed; and most have some air capability. 

Currently, the Royal Navy and the Royal 
Air Force employ the equivalent of about 
four helicopter squadrons in the SAR and 
support role. These, along with designated 
ship’s flights (Lynxs might be tasked for this 
duty) could be the core of a Coastguard Air 
Arm. 

While SAR would be its primary function, 
other duties would include maritime 
reconnaissance (MR), fisheries surveillance, 
oil and gas rig protection, pollution patrol, 
and frontier defence. 

At the moment, the RAF uses the 
Nimrod, which is needlessly sophisticated, 
for coastal reconnaissance. In the'past, the 
Royal Navy employed Sea Devon and Sea 
Heron multi-engine prop aircraft in the 
medium MR and SAR roles. The Navy now 
has about twenty twin turbo-prop British 
Aerospace Jetstreams, currently used to 
train Fleet Air Arm observers, which might 
be converted for MR duties. The Jetstreams 
have a range of nearly 1,400 miles. 

In the end, the exact size and composition 
of a new Coastguard would really depend on 
how independent an organisation it became. 

The Offshore Tapestry is more than just a 
valuable piece of real estate, it is also a part 
of the nation’s maritime heritage. As such, it 
must be both guarded and regulated. This 
task is too large, and too important, to be 
left in the hands of divers, and sometimes 
competing organisations. A co-ordinating 
body increasingly seems to be what is 
needed: a new organisation - like a British 
Coastguard. 
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NATIONALISM: A 19th CENTURY INVENTION? 


| by ALEX MULKERRIN ~| 

MANY POLITICAL commentators are 
often quick to point out, whenever the 
unsettling question of Nationhood arises, 
that Nationalism is merely a 19th-century 
invention, and therefore can only be an 
ephemeral stage in the development of 
human society. Listen carefully to the 
debates in the 1994 European elections if 
you doubt the ignorance of some people. 

These people need to be told that 
Nationalism, as a powerful emotional and 
political force has existed throughout all the 
stages of human history. Although societies 
have experienced great changes during their 
evolution it is both foolish and wrong to 
claim that Nationalism is merely a relatively 
modern response to the radical changes 
which have occurred in our society. 



For example, the existence of the present 
British Nation does not exclude the existence 
of nationalist sentiment in the peoples of the 
British Isles before then. 

Medieval Englishmen felt themselves to 
be English not British, but the crucial point to 
accept is that they were aware of being more 
than just the inhabitants of a particular 
country. Racial ancestry and heritage was a 
vital and substantial ingredient in the 
medieval person’s whole outlook on life, and 
to a significant extent determined his 
actions. 

Existing at the very heart of Nationalist 
sentiment is the powerful and emotive force 
of ethno-centric pride - a racially motivated 
feeling of identity. Such feelings of National 
identity have always existed in abundance 
amongst the people of Europe, and it is an 
obvious mistake made by many modern day 
commentators to deny the previous 
existence of Nationalist sentiment for, if no 
feelings of Nationalism existed, how did our 
present Nation States emerge in the Middle 
Ages? 

One historian from which much evidence 
in support of the existence of Nationalism in 
England in the later 14th-Century can be 
drawn is Orderic Vitalis. Orderic Vitalis is 
without doubt the greatest social and 


political historian of the 11th and early 12th 
centuries. From the pages of his great 
history we can clearly discern amongst the 
peoples of western Europe a healthy 
attachment to one’s race and Nation, often 
closely linked to a special homeland. 

In Orderic’s account of the Norman 
Conquest the English are clearly perceived 
as being a distinct racial and cultural unit, 
occupying clearly defined geographical 
boundaries. To be distinguished, for 
example, from the Welsh who retained a 
similar position. What other conclusion can 
be drawn from Orderic’s account of events, 
following the death of Harold. 

‘On the death of Harold, Stigand, 
Archbishop of Canterbury, the great Earls, 
Edwin and Morcar, and the other Lords of 
England . .. elected as their king Edgar Clito 
. .. and were preparing to fight valiantly with 
him against the invaders for their homeland 
and their own people’. 

Jn addition the English Earl Copsi is later 
besought to, ‘abandon the foreigners and 
come into line with the good men of his own 
nation and kindred’. 

It is an important point to note that when 
Orderic makes his frequent references to the 
English as a distinct people the Latin word 
he always uses is genie. Although in the first 
passage genie has been translated as people it 
can equally be translated as nation. The 
words are interchangeable. There is thus an 
important racial connotation to the word 
which historians all too frequently ignore. 
No doubt because they are anxious only to 
investigate and debate politically acceptable 
topics. The connection between race and 
nation is further emphasised by medieval 
chroniclers’ numerous references to 
consanguineus , which means literally, 
‘related by blood’ - usually translated by 
historians as ‘kindred’. 

In either case the connection between 
people and nation is particularly strong and 
binding, and medieval people were highly 
conscious of this fact. That they did think in 
terms of race and nation, and identified very 
strongly with the people to whom they 
belonged. They also had no qualms about 
recognising this fact. 

“It is only in the modern 
era that democracies 
have sought to deny their 
racial heritage” 

This feature of medieval society is 
particularly evident in a reply the French 
monk Guitmond made to William the 
Conqueror’s invitation to accept an English 
ecclesiastical office. 

‘After carefully examining the matter I 
cannot see what right I have to govern a 
body of men whose strange customs and 
barbarous speech are unknown to me, 
whose beloved ancestors and friends you 
have either put to the sword, driven into 
bitter exile, or unjustly imprisoned or 
enslaved. Read the scriptures, and see if 


there is any law to justify the forcible 
imposition on a people of God of a shepherd 
chosen from amongst their enemies.’ 

It is only in the modern era that the 
western democracies have sought to deny 
their racial heritage. And how can one deny 
or discount the feelings of Nationalism 
apparent in the following passage from 
Orderic Vitalis in his evaluation of the 
Norman Conquest. - 

‘Why did they (the Normans) not ponder 
contritely in their hearts that they had 
conquered not by their own strength but by 
the will of almighty God, and had subdued a 
people that was greater, and more wealthy 
than they were, with a longer history: a 
people moreover amongst whom many 
saints and wise men and mighty kings had 
led illustrious lives, and won distinction in 
many ways, at home and on the battlefield?’ 


“Nationalism was an 
inherent feature of early 
medieval society” 


It is patently obvious that on the evidence 
(of which there is a great deal more not 
presented in this article) of Orderic Vitalis 
alone, historians and politicians cannot bury 
their heads in the sand of history and 
pretend that Nationalism has been merely a 
19th-Century invention. That they do is 
testimony to the fear which exists within 
many institutions and political circles about 
discussing issues of race. Perhaps they 
possess guilty consciouses over their part in 
the continued enslavementof our people by 
an alien minority? 

Nationalism was certainly an all pervasive 
and inherent feature of early medieval 
society, and developed out of the strong 
attachment felt to the gens- one’s nation and 
people. Loyalty was owed to one’s race and 
family, and people were fiercely proud of 
their racial/national identity. It is important 
to recognise that in early medieval society a 
nation was not necessarily encapsulated 
within a strictly defined geographical area. 
Rather it found expression within a people’s 
consciousness. No matter where they might 
go they still belonged to their gens. 

Until they became assimilated into the 
basic racial stock, the Norman aristocracy 
were proud of their own heritage, and 
regarded themselves as Normans not 
Englishmen. Yet this does not mean that 
feelings of National pride were any less 
intense, and in any case reality usually 
dictated that there was a special homeland in 
which a Nation had become rooted. 
Nationalist sentiment was a powerful and 
emotive force, with its emphasis placed upon 
the gens. 

How unlike today, where the primacy 
attached to place of birth has tended to 
distort and colour people’s peception of 
Nationhood. All the evidence suggests that 
Nationalism was not just alive in medieval 
England, it was positively thriving. 
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RED FOR DANGER OVER BLACK DRIVERS 


by RONALD PICKUP 


IN THE Independent on Sunday dated 27th 
June 1993 there was an article headed “BR 
wants more black drivers”. The 
consequences of the contents of this article, 
were they to be implemented by the British 
Railways Board, could be dangerous to staff 
and members of the travelling public alike. 
The keenness to achieve acceptance as a 
“non-racist” organisation may have 
undesirable effects. 

An internal British Rail inquiry has been 
undertaking an “ethnic monitoring” 
exercise since January this year. It revealed 
that there are “only 341 black train drivers 
out of a total of 15,000” - a little over two 
percent. Most of this 341 “are trainees who 
have been recruited under recently improved 
equal opportunities policies”. 

If “equal opportunities policies” have 
resulted in an increase in black trainees it 
must mean that there has been a 
corresponding reduction in the recruitment 
of white trainees. Why should that policy be 
considered improved? The British Rail 
comment is based purely on race. Why is it 
not considered “racist”? Is it an admission 
that whites can be discriminated against on 
grounds of race? The silence of the race 
industry lends weight to the popular belief 
that they favour non-whites. 

There is a genuine reason why there are so 
few blacks who are, at present, train drivers. 
The reason was touched on by Mr Gareth 
Hadley, a senior BR personnel official, who, 
when describing the difficulty in 
recruitment, said “More often than not we 
are filling dead men’s shoes”. 

The reason has its roots some 30 years 
ago. Up until the end of steam the path to 
reach the grade of engine driver was a 
lengthy process. Such was the pride in and 
passion for t he job that very few left the grade 


even though it was arduous work. A 
fireman, one of the grades that was passed 
through on the way to becoming an engine 
driver, would shovel many tons of coal per 
shift in surroundings that nowadays would 
leave a lot to be desired. Engine drivers were 
and still are seen as the elite of the hourly- 
paid staff. They are also considered to be 
highly skilled men. 

The respect and high esteem that engine 
drivers were once held in is reflected in the 
fact that almost every boy wanted to be an 
engine driver. There was no job before or has 
been since that has captivated the hearts of 
so many young boys. Agreed, very few 
people set out these days with the intention 
of becoming an engine driver, but no single 
job has replaced it in its desirability. 

The combination of the reduction in the 
number of locomotives required because of 
an ever contracting network, mainly as a 
result of the then Government’s 
implementation of many of the 
recommendations contained in the 
infamous Dr Beeching report of the early 
1960’s, and the change in the traction type 
from steam to diesel and electric, which, in 
turn, required less drivers to man them and 
even fewer “firemen” (who became known 
as second men), resulted in large numbers of 
people within the drivers’ line of promotion 
seeking fewer jobs. This huge backlog of 
white drivers waited to fill the vacancies as 
and when they became available, mainly 
through the death of existing drivers, hence 
the term “filling dead men’s shoes”. 

The large number of men in the driver’s 
line of promotion have been there, in many 
instances, for years and certainly in many 
cases for longer than there has been mass 
coloured immigration into the UK. that is, in 
the last 25 years. 

There has been a relatively recent trade 
restructuring of the line of promotion for 
drivers. Consequently the “apprenticeship” 
is considerably shorter (but does not 
compromise safety). The “apprenticeship” 


needs to be shorter because the large number 
of engine drivers which were available in the 
1960’s are now coming to the end of their 
careers. The restructuring meant that BR 
could draw recruits from within the railway 
who at one time could not be considered for 
a career leading to engine driver. 

This almost instantaneously alleviated the 
problem that mass retirements could have 
brought. It could have left depots short of 
drivers which in turn would reduce the 
number of services that could be run. 

What is very worrying is that selection is 
now taking account of race. It never used to. 
Is this to meet unwritten quotas? 

A train making an emergency brake 
application takes the same distance to stop 
whether applied by a white or black 
qualified driver. If the examination asks a 
question it cannot be “racially biased”. In 
any question which relates to the Rule Book 
the answers are the same regardless of race. 
The standards should not be compromised 
in order to favour the promotion of blacks. 

APPLIED TO ALL 

Put simply, the fear is that to make the 
figures look good, drivers from the ethnic 
minorities may be passed simply because BR 
does not want to be accused of “racism”. If 
BR sets a standard for its drivers then that 
surely is applied to all. Whether that results 
in one or ten thousand from the ethnic 
minorities qualifying is immaterial, 
appointment should be based purely on 
capability and that is the grounding on 
which the superb safety record of British 
Rail is based. 

This adoption of “improved equal 
opportunities policies” may rebound on 
those who aim to rapidly improve the lot of 
the all important “under-represented racial 
groups” also known as the ethnic minorities. 
For example, all those from the ethnic 
minorities, who have in the past achieved the 
grade of train driver through knowledge and 
skill, will now be seen as achieving their 
promotion through having the correct 
colour of skin. 

One interesting thing that was reyealed in 
the inquiry, which was not commented on, 
was that for blacks who are guards and 
station staff, it read “the figure for guards 
and station staff is more than 10 percent”. 
That means the whites are the “under¬ 
represented racial group" in this particular 
field, but there was no mention of any 
adjustments whatsoever to rectify this 
under-representation. 

As you can see positive discrimination is 
alive and well and receiving the support of 
those who claim to want an end to 
discrimination on grounds of race. 
Unfortunately the case of the engine drivers 
is not the thin end of the wedge but more of 
an ongoing part of the process to undermine 
the culture and the working environment of 
the British people. 

These items require protecting just as 
much as other matters which are indigenous 
to these islands. 
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HISTORY 


The Origins of the Piets and the Scots Mulkerrin 


ALTHOUGH THE ORIGIN of the Scots has long been common 
knowledge, the racial origin and general archaeological assessment 
of the Piets is only now becoming more clear. The word 'Piet' is a 
Roman one and was used from the late third-century AD onwards to 
describe the people who lived north of the Forth-Clyde line. 

The name Piet is believed to have originated as a term of abuse and means 
‘the painted people’ - an allusion to the tattoos which adorned their bodies. 
Whether or not the name was applied to a particular group of northern 
people, or rather to everyone who lived north of the Antonine Wall, is 
unclear, but it is more likely that it was employed in very loose terms to 
describe anyone living in northern Scotland who was a threat to Roman 
Britain. 


In a very interesting study on the origins 
of the Piets, Lloyd and Jenny Laing argue 
that the Piets were not in fact a separate pre- 
Celtic people who had lived in Scotland 
from the Bronze Age, but were actually a 
loosely aligned group of Celtic peoples 
whose culture and art disappeared. This 
was primarily due to political conquest by 
the Scots, though aided by the later cultural 
revolution in Norman Britain. Such a 
conclusion by two leading experts in this 
field produces far-reaching consequences. If 
the Piets, universally acknowledged by all 
leading experts to have been indigenous 
inhabitants of modern Scotland (from at 
least the Bronze Age), were in fact a group of 
Celtic peoples, this strongly substantiates 
the increasingly dominant opinion of 
archaeologists and historians that the 
original inhabitants of the British Isles were 
in fact Celts and not some pre-Celtic Bronze 
Age people. 

The old theory that the Celtic peoples 
originated as invaders who drove out the 
indigenous Bronze Age inhabitants is being 
displaced. Archaeologists and historians 
now speak in terms of a cultural revolution 
not a racial one. 

It is to the Piets that we owe the origin of 
the word Britain. To the Irish they were 
known as Cruthini. This word is related to 
the Pritani or Priteni, from which the 
modern word ‘Britain’ is derived. The name 
probably means ‘the people of shapes and 
designs’, and again is an illusion to 
tattooing. 

There are a number of factors which give 
credence to the theory that not only were the 
Piets the original inhabitants of modern 



PICTISH WARRIORS 


Scotland but were also of Celtic origin. 
Special emphasis must be placed upon 
recent studies of the Pictish language. The 
Pictish language sadly remains 
indecipherable but appears to have been a 
mixture of Goidelic Celtic (including Irish, 
Scots, Gaelic and Manx) and Brittonic Celtic 
(which includes Welsh, Cornish and 
Cumbric). Their language, though ‘lost’, 
was therefore a basic mixture of different 
Celtic linguistic groups. Of these, Brittonic 
Celtic appears to have been the older and 
more dominant strain. The language of the 
Piets might remain a lost language but it 
would appear to have been essentially a 
British Celtic language, distantly related to 
Welsh. 

Allied to this significant new development 
is the universally agreed opinion amongst 
archaeologists that northern Scotland, from 
the Bronze Age (and even into pre-history) 
through to the first mention of the Piets in 
the Third Century AD, showed pronounced 
continuity in populations and traditions. 
These two facts combined, go a long way 
towards substantiating the theory that the 
Piets were an ancient people of Celtic origin. 
This is a vital step forward for racial 
Nationalists in their efforts to prove the 
basic racial continuity of the people of the 
British Isles stretching back into pre-history. 

The Scots were the original inhabitants of 
North-Eastern Ireland living in the territory 
of present day Ulster. It has often been 
alleged, usually by Irish Nationalists or their 
supporters, that the Protestant men and 
women of Ulster are in fact merely 
immigrants to Ireland. The clear implication 
being that this negates their right to 
maintain political independence from the 
rest of Ireland. 

Quite apart from the blatant hypocrisy of 
such a standpoint, with respect to the 
persecution from which racial Nationalists 
suffer in mainland Britain, is the 
indisputable historical truth that the Scots 
originated from Ulster, and it was their 
descendants who returned to Ulster in 
increasing numbers from the 17th Century 
are therefore the descendants of the original 
Ulstermen. As such they are rightful rulers 
of Ulster. 

The name ‘Scot’ is an Irish one meaning 
‘bandits’. It is noticeable that neither the 
British nor the Romans gave the Scots their 



name. So it would seem that the folk of 
Ulster have always jealously guarded their 
independence from their Southern Irish 
neighbours! 

The Scots spoke a primitive old Irish and 
their settlement in Scotland led to the 
gradual replacement of Pictish by Scots 
Gaelic (an offshoot of Irish) as the common 
language of Scotland. As is so often the case, 
the reasons behind the Scots overseas 
settlement of ancient Pictland were a 
combination of declining agricultural yields 
coupled with a population explosion. The 
resultant feuds and conflicts are reflected in 
contemporary epic sagas, such as the Tain 
boCuailgne, and in the consequent 
settlement of Western Pictland. 

How large was the Scottish settlement of 
ancient Pictland? Unfortunately evidence is 
very scarce, but even in the areas of the 
densest Scottish settlement (primarily in 
Western Scotland) the Scots would have 
formed a majority of the population. The 
indigenous Pictish inhabitants of Scotland 
were extremely fragmented which 
facilitated the eventual political conquest of 
Pictland, by Kenneth Mac Alpin, King of the 
Scots (in 843 or 844 AD). After this the 
replacement of Pictish by Scots Gaelic as the 
dominant language of Scotland became 
inevitable. 

The conclusions for modern British 
Nationalists are inescapable. The 
indigenous inhabitants of Scotland were of 
British Celtic stock, and these Pictish 
peoples were ultimately conquered by a 
numerically small but united group of 
invaders, again of Celtic descent. In the light 
of new important evidence confirming that 
the vast bulk of the English population 
between the 5th and 9th centuries was also of 
British Celtic descent, racial Nationalists 
can now with confidence demonstrate the 
racial unity of the British Isles, and explode 
the multi-racialist myth that as a people we 
are a Nation of Immigrants. 
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NF CHAIRMAN IAN ANDERSON’S HARD HITTING COLUMN 


THERE WAS an almost audible cheer from 
all National Front members when Winston 
Churchill made his speech calling for a halt to 
immigration. At last an establishment 
politician had broken the conspiracy of silence 
to voice the fears of millions of British people - 
that our country is being altered without our 
consent. There is no doubt that by raising the 
issue of immigration he has done us a big 
favour, however unintentionally, and he has 
given our recruitment an appreciable boost. 

However from the day when he made the 
speech he has steadily dropped back into line 
and one is left wondering whether there was 
not an ulterior motive in his action. 

First of all we must examine the man 
himself. He has been Member of Parliament 
for Manchester Gorton for many years, yet 
he has failed to make further progress and 
seems destined to spend his remaining 
political career on the back benches. In view 
of his famous predecessor this is hardly a 
great achievement and must engender some 
bitterness. Secondly we have the current 
state of the Conservative Party. It is in great 
disarray, it is split over Europe, it is now 
third in theopinion polls behind Labourand 
the Liberal Democrats and it is 
haemorrhaging members. Since the demise 
of Mrs Thatcher there is immense discontent 
on its right-wing resulting in the formation 
of a whole host of pressure groups. 

As many National Front members will 
remember, back in 1979 it was Margaret 
Thatcher herself who attempted to head off 
the rising challenge of the National Front by 
making a speech where she mentioned some 
sympathy for opponents of immigration (of 
course, when elected, her sympathy never 
extended into action). How convenient 
therefore that Mr Churchill should now 
make a similar statement. So convenient in 
fact, that it is tempting to wonder whether it 
is coincidence or whether Mr Churchill is 
engaging in Conservative ‘safety valve’ 
politics designed to reassure their right- 
wing. 

JUST DISCOVERED 

Mr Churchill has been in parliament for 
many years; immigrants have been pouring 
into Britain for every one of those years - so 
how is it that Mr Churchill has now only just 
discovered this fact. A fact that the other 55 
million British people have known about all 
along. 

A cynical mind might suggest that by 
trying to keep the right-wing of the Tory 
Party within the fold Mr Churchill is doing a 
particularly unpleasant job for the Tories 
and that when the furore dies down he might 
expect some reward. Clearly government 
office is out of the question but there is 
always that alternative way of rewarding 
fading politicians by elevating them (if that is 
the right word) to the House of Lords. Time 
will tell. 
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What increases scepticism about Mr 
Churchill is that having attempted to appear 
as the champion of the people who wish to 
retain the British character of our country by 
making one speech, when faced with an 
opportunity to act in support of such an idea 
Mr Churchill may have shown his true 
colours. Just a few weeks after making his 
speech the Maastricht Treaty was debated in 
the House of Commons. Article Three of the 
Treaty sets out to eliminate any ‘obstacle to 
the movement of persons', in other words to 
encourage immigration, which could 
potentially include all the blacks in France 
and the Turks in Germany, etc. 


“ Churchill supported 
the Treaty which 
transfers power to 
European 
bureaucrats” 


Naturally Mr Churchill voted with the Tory 
rebels against such a Treaty? 

Well actually NO! Mr Churchill in fact 
supported the Treaty which transfers power 
to European bureaucrats and seeks to 
reduce our own customs and traditions 
which Mr Churchill, a few weeks earlier, had 
been so eager to defend. 

Between the time of his speech and the 
debate on Maastricht Mr Churchill 
addressed a private meeting in the Houses of 
Parliament. He stood up and said how 
‘concerned’ he was about immigration. At 
the end of his speech he was subjected to 
some moderately hostile questioning on the 
growth in numbers of Asians and Blacks in 
Britain even if all immigration was halted. 
Mr Churchill was again ‘very concerned’. 

However Mr Churchill is not Mrs 
Thatcher, and having been conned once 
before the audience wasn’t in the mood to be 
conned again . . . 

"Concern, concern. What use is that? What 
are you going to do about it?" asked one. 
"Ah well, time is pressing, must be off, thank 
you all very much" was the reply as Churchill 
made a hasty retreat. 

The audience were left irritated. The 
safety valve tactics had failed and a few more 
recruits were won for the National Front. 

★ ★ ★ ★ 

WHILE TALKING about the right-wing of 
the Tory Party it always provides our 
seasoned supporters with some amusement 
to take a look at some of their fringe groups. 

The Patriotic Forum run by Conservative 
Party member, Mark Cotterill, held a 
meeting in Worthing, Sussex last month and 
managed to muster nine in the audience 
including two NF observers. Guest speaker 


was Tom Acton one of the leading lights of 
Jonathan Bowden’s Revolutionary 
Conservative Caucus. This sorry little 
grouping arose out of the ashes of Western 
Goals whose main aim, apart from 
providing its officials with an income, was to 
talk to any foreign fascist dictator they could 
find. 

Chairing the meeting was the Beau 
Brummell of the South Coast, Darren 
Copeland. He had left the National Front to 
join the British National Party. After 
attending just one meeting he discovered 
that all the NF had said about the BNP was 
true and wanted to come back. 
Unfortunately for Darren membership of 
the BNP proscribes him from re-joining the 
NF so his only remaining asylum is with the 
oddballs of the Patriotic Forum. 

The high spot of the meeting was provided 
by Mark Cotterill himself who announced 
that when the Tory Party split, the right- 
wing would merge with the Patriotic Forum 
to form a new party. 

They would then link up with the Mekons 
from planet Zeloid to create a new race of 
super beings that would rule the universe . . . 

Never mind Mark, keep taking the tablets. 

Finally for those people who were around 
during the troubles of 1986/87 you may 
remember a Walter Mitty-type character 
called Patrick Harrington. He managed to 
get appointed as Security Officer of the 
National Front - a grandiose title that 
impressed his Mummy if nobody else. He 
was very keen on burning documents and 
destroying correspondence etc. Well 
surprise, surprise, a set of Directorate 
minutes from the years up to 1986 have now 
been deposited with Warwick University 
and guess whose name is down as the 
benefactor? Yes, that’s right, Patrick 
Harrington. 

In 1987 a little group of such strange 
characters left the National Front to form a 
new party but now they have spilt into so 
many tiny groups that it is impossible to 
keep track of them. There is Third Position, 
Third Way, Liberation, English National 
Movement, etc, etc. They do have one thing 
in common though, and that is their total 
dislike of the National Front and envy of the 
progress we have made. Some have even 
gone as far as to form contacts with the 
British National Party, talk about the blind 
helping the blind. 

It would seem that rumours of John 
Tyndall’s retirement have even gone as far as 
Nick Griffin. Now this gentleman’s 
ambition always outweighed what few 
principles he had, and now he has taken to 
worming his way in to the BNP via that other 
strange group of individuals hiding away in 
darkest Croydon. 

Thank goodness we have left all these 
weird and wonderful people behind us as we 
build a sane, sensible and principled 
nationalist movement. 
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TAKE FIVE ISSUES OF VANGUARD . . . 


TO REVIEW past issues of Vanguard could 
have taken one of three directions. To cover 
all previous issues would mean only being 
able to briefly mention one subject from 
each issue. This would have been insufficient 
to give you, the reader, enough information 
to make the review worthwhile. To review 
just one issue would have left the reader 
thinking “Yes, that sounds good, but what 
of the other 30 odd issues?” This would have 
been unfair, the ‘best’ issue could have been 
selected and presented as an average issue. 
To counter any idea of bias, five issues were 
randomly picked to represent a more 
balanced cross section of Vanguard. 



In Vanguard No. 8, the editorial states 
‘Green politics is not an irrelevant side to 
the issue of Nationalism, not an ‘optional 
extra’ to the centra! issue of national survival. 
On the contrary it is of central importance to 
the Nationalist cause". 

I wholeheartedly agree with the 
statement, indeed our ‘greenness’ is, in my 
opinion, probably our most underplayed 
quality. It should be noted that Vanguard 
No. 8 was dated May 1987. A little over two 
years later saw the Green Party achieve the 
surprising results in the Euro-Elections. 

Within the same issue is an article on 
Nelson Mandela, still, unfortunately, a 
topical subject. The article is of great value if 
only to remind ourselves how evil the ANC 
is. The amount of armaments recovered by 
South African police when capturing a 
terrorist gang, which included Nelson 
Mandela, makes horrifying reading. In 
comparison, IRA caches occasionally 
uncovered in the British Isles pale into 
insignificance. What excuses will the white 
liberals concoct in order to defend the then 
potentially massive bloodshed that these 
armaments could have inflicted? 

On a similar subject in the same issue is 
‘Black Africa - Majority Rule which isn’t’. It 
lists eight African countries with a 
paragraph slating undemocratic, but 
nonetheless typical, facts on each. The most 


interesting detail I found was . . . 

‘‘Throughout Africa as a whole one 
constantly hears the slogans ‘People's Power’ 
but where is the power of the African people to 
remove a head of state they do not want? For 
instance, since 1957 there have been more 
than 150 heads of state in black Africa. Only 6 
relinquished power voluntarily. All the rest 
were ousted or assassinated in military 
coups". 

Will the white liberals ever learn? They all 
ought to read this article to see what has 
become of their once - and still to some - 
fashionable pet subject. We wrongly 
interfered in courtries when they were part 
of the British Empire and the present day 
liberals are wrong to interfere by trying to 
impose Western style democracy on them. 

No. 10 

Moving to Vanguard No. 10, Although the 
article ‘Towards a United Ulster’ is only one 
and a half columns long, its demolition of 
the way the media and politicians portrayed 
British/Protestant/Loyalist and 
Irish/Catholic/Republican sides in the 
conflict is worthy of greater readership. It is 
precisely because the media and politicians 
believe that those are the two sides in the 
conflict that the conflict tragically 
continues. 

The article ought to be read by the media 
and politicians alike and indeed anyone else 
who is currently in a position to influence the 
rightful defeat of the IRA. Somehow I don’t 
think they will . . . and the bloodshed will 
continue. 

Vanguard No. 10 also includes ‘Why the 
NF Supports Loyal Ulster’ and ‘Why Loyal 
Ulster Should Support the NF’. A worthwhile 
read to remind ourselves of why we take the 
stance we do. 

Vanguard No. 14 contains ‘The Third 
Enemy’, needless to say this is Islam. The 
penultimate paragraph states . . . 

“Islam was the mortal enemy of Europe 
before ever Capitalism or Communism were 



born. Islam will still be the mortal enemy of 
Europe after Capitalism and Communism are 
dead". 

I don’t think many would disagree with 
the statement - except for liberal Christians! 
We have been warned. 

No. 22 

Vanguard No.22 (dated September 1988) 
contains the article ‘More Foreign Imports 
Hit the Roads’. It explains the plight of 
British made cars and trucks. With the 
debacle at Leyland DAF over the past few 
months you cannot help wondering whether 
this tragic situation could have been avoided 
given a pro-British government, but you will 
not find one of those in the UK. 



The first of a three part article commences 
with the issue, ‘Why do Racial Differences 
Exist?’ being the title. A very useful 
grounding on a potentially very technical 
subject. It has been put into an easy to 
understand format without losing its 
authority. 

In the centre pages is a Troubleshooting 
Special Report. It centres on the glowing 
obituary ( Searchlight issue 111) of Mr Harry 
Bidney. Vanguard revealed his criminal 
background, “as a notorious homosexual 
paedophile and pimp". The obituary 
conveniently failed to mention his criminal 
background. This article presents the 
National Front’s evidence to shatter 
Searchlight’s accusation of our claim being 
“unsubstantiated”. How wrong! 

“Green Politics & Liberal Fantasies” is a 
book on Green Politics that has been 
reviewed by Joe Pearce. It is an interesting 
breakdown of the similarities and 
differences of Green and Racial Nationalist 
politics. I mention above that in my opinion 
the ‘Green’ side of National Front policies is 
all too often pushed to one side. Why? 

I believe that no votes would be lost by us 
expounding our ‘Green’ stance and there is 

Continued Overleaf: 
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much to gain. In most elections, whether 
local, county, national or European the 
Greens are the ones who are, at present, 
immediately above us. This would not be a 
case of stealing their ‘Green’ clothes it would 
simply be telling the people of our 
environmental policies that we have and 
have had since before the Ecology Party - 
which is now the Green Party - was formed. 

Continuing on a ‘Green’ theme ‘How 
Capitalism and Communism are Destroying 
the World!' draws attention to the plight that 
our planet is in because of the twin economic 
gods of Capitalism and Communism. As 
with some ‘Green’ subjects it can be too 
depressing but nonetheless it is still worth 
reading. 

No.25. 

May/June 1989 issue of Vanguard 
although numbered 24 should in fact be 
number 25. Does this make it a collectors 
item! 

‘Learning from the Left’ is a valuable 
article by Dick Cardmore. It analyses how 
“the ‘left wing’ have reigned supreme in the 
West”. Its basis of analysis is ... . 

“Left-wing beliefs are, after ail, the beliefs 
of only a tiny minority of cranks - even the 
dullest person feels vaguely uneasy with them. 
Yet those same minority, crank beliefs have 
captured, virtually wholesale, all Western 
political institutions ...” 



It continues . . . 

“The left has rarely been afraid to co¬ 
operate with all sorts of people - even its 
alleged worst enemies: Christians, capitalists, 
ethnic lobbies (viz the IRA) and the 
‘bourgeois’. (Indeed most active leftists are 
from ‘bourgeois’ families!) I believe we should 
do something similar - especially within the 
'green' movement, the trade unions and 
cultural groups". 

Membership of the National Front does 
not compromise in any way membership of 
any of these three types of organisations. 
Indeed many would say, and rightly so, that 
they compliment the membership of the NF 
by reinforcing, quite truthfully, areas in 
which the NF has genuine concerns. 


‘What’s left of Marxism’ features a large 
photograph of Martin Jacques the then 
editor of Marxism Today. Is this the same 
Martin Jacques who currently writes for the 
Sunday Times and indeed continues to 
declare anti-Nationalist sentiments? An 
example of this stance formed the basis of 
the editorial for The FLAG No.66. 

Contained within this article is the decline 
of Communism since World War II. 
However, not only is the quantity declining 
but the quality too, 

",.. of greater significance than the decline 
in the number of Reds is the decline in their 
quality. Once Marxism as an ideology 
attracted some of the best minds in Europe, 
moreover it was backed by large numbers of 
ordinary, decent working people. Now, as a 
glance at the average Red demonstration will 
reveal, the hard left is disproportionately 
made up of the socially alienated and 
psychologically embittered - immigrants, 
homosexuals, those with a chip on their 
shoulders - social rejects with hardly a British 
worker to be seen". 

This portrait is still readily recognisable to 
Vanguard readers and highlights the very 
real difficulty that these people have in truly 
claiming to represent the “working class”. 
They (and I include the Labour Party in this) 
are now too remote from their traditional 
(and never to be regained?) roots. 

To show how distant they are from their 
origins needs only one question to be asked 
and that is, “If there was a conflict between 
an Indian millionaire and a ‘working class’ 
Briton who would they support?” 

Thirty years ago there would have been no 
doubt, but nowadays the answer would not 
be the same. 

Vanguard could best be described as 
ageless. The date on the cover is irrelevant, 
the situations mentioned will no doubt have 
worsened but the solutions suggested within 
Vanguard are still as valid and equally as 
possible. It was this agelessness that I found 
most refreshing. 

I am in no doubt that recent members to 


the National Front would enjoy reading 
through back issues of Vanguard. They have 
the benefit of hindsight on which to judge 
our political statements. 

Amongst many positive things to be noted 
is the accuracy of analysis. It is of such a 
standard that it puts other political parties to 
shame. 

This is reinforced by the fact that the three 
main political parties seem to be constantly 
changing policies to tackle problems, the 
National Front does not. I believe the 
uncompromising analysis of a problem is the 
reason for this. 


“The accuracy of our 
analysis is of such a 
standard that it puts 
other political parties 
to shame” 


I do not know if Labour, Conservative or 
Liberal Democrats still have their respective 
ideological literature of the late 1980’s 
available to members of the public. If they 
do, it would be of interest to count the u- 
turns contained within them. 

What I do know is that the National 
Front’s ideological magazine is available 
and is a must for any recent - or not so recent 
- members or supporters of the NF. 

I have during the review only picked but a 
small sample of the wide variety of subjects 
that are contained in the issues of Vanguard 
selected. I am certain that anyone who 
obtains any back issues will not feel let 
down. Our political solutions remain 
unchanged. The only thing to have changed 
from the Vanguards that are in this review 
and the more current issues is the editorial 
style. 


Subscribe to VANGUARD 
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A Letter from Mr Horatio Taylor 

Apartheid is Alive and Well 
all Over the World 

‘APARTHEID’ MEANS Aparthood, 
separateness, especially in the sense of 
developing separately. People of different races 
are segregated from each other. It is generally a 
term applied to society in South Africa. But 
actually it goes on in any multi-racial society. 

This society has been brainwashed into 
believing that apartheid is wicked. If you were 
to stand up and say that apartheid is sensible 
and should be practised you would be 
considered ‘politically incorrect’ and very 
‘racist’. But it is plain that all over the world 
beings naturally live in communities of their 
own kind. 

Events, both nationally and internationally, 
show us that apartheid is alive and well, even 
in countries like the UK and the US - countries 
which condemn it so forcefully. Southall 
(London), Toxteth (Liverpool), St Pauls 
(Bristol) and Harlem (New York) are just a few 
examples of places where people of one race 
have segregated themselves from other races. Is 
this not apartheid? 

Why do politicians in such countries praise 
and fight for multi-racial societies and preach 
the evils of apartheid when it obviously goes on 
right in front of their own eyes in their own 
countries? 

In Southall it is plain that the Indian 
inhabitants have created a mini-India. They are 
not British (even those who were born here) and 
they don’t want to be British. They are 
colonists living in another country which 
provides a source of wealth for them and their 
kinsfolk back in India. Of course they belive in 
and practise apartheid. 

South Africa once boasted one of the lowest 
crime rates in the world. Now, as a result of 
the ending of the apartheid system and the 
release of African National Congress terrorist 
Nelson Mandela with his subsequent and 
constant stirring-up of trouble, not a day goes 
by without a race-related murder. South Africa 
is now suffering appalling violence and unrest. 
Mandela is feted as some kind of great martyr 
and hero in this country with grovelling liberals 
holding frequent benefit concerts to fund his 
and the ANC’s activities in South Africa. 

Nelson Mandela and his supporters wish to 
see South Africa run by Blacks instead of 
Whites. Zimbabwe and other new Southern 
African states give a foretaste of what this 
would be like. 

In George Orwell’s Animal Farm , when the 
animals have succeeded in overthrowing their 
human masters, at first they feel happy and 
free. The pigs run the farm and tell the animals 
that they are all equal. But, as those who have 


read Orwell’s novel will know, the pigs soon 
start behaving like the humans they have been 
slandering so vehemently - only it is worse 
under the pigs. The other animals begin to 
realise that they were better off under the 
humans, despite the fact that they hated them. 
But the pigs quickly brush aside the animals’ 
dissatisfaction by making fine speeches and 
reminding them that at least they are not 
working for humans. 

And so too, when there is tribal unrest 
between Xhosas and Zulus and general chaos 
among, what those opposed to apartheid call 
‘Blacks’ as opposed to Xhosas and Zulus, with 
no Whites to quell it ‘Black’ leaders will no 
doubt be quick to point out that at least they 
are not working for the Whites! 

Aparthood is normal everywhere and is 
natural for survival. The way to harmony and 
peace does not lie in forcing the irreconcilable 
to mingle but in allowing the naturally separate 
groupings to learn the principles of mutual self- 
respect and peaceful co-existence. It is a simple 
choice between chaos and war on the one hand 
and prosperity and peace on the other. 

**★* 

A Letter from Mrs Maureen Smith of 
Birmingham 

Remember Them 

AS I note these thoughts, I remember that 
Remembrance Day is looming and again folk 
will join together to honour the men and 
women who lost their lives in the two great 
wars. We will wear our red poppies with pride 
and tears. 

I do hope it will be a case of ‘eyes front’ 
again as last year and that the National Front 
will march with the dignity and respect for lost 
souls it showed last year and no doubt in 
years before. 

Do your best to be there: Be proud of your 
Party. It does us all good to ‘Remember Them’. 

***★ 

A Letter from Capt. Richard Bloxham of 
Leicester. 

Illegal Immigrants 

ONE OF the interesting repercussions of the 
story concerning the former Chancellor of the 
Exchequer Norman Lamont and his purchases 
from the off-licence Theshers is the revelation 
that the employee who broke the story to the 
press was one John Onanuga, a Nigerian who 
is under investigation as an illegal immigrant. 

He is said to have been in Great Britain for the 
last two and a half years, arriving on a six 
month holiday visa and subsequently managing 
to obtain a National Insurance Number. This is 
just one case in thousands. 


The figures concerning illegal immigrants are 
mind-numbing. In 1991 a total of 2891 illegal 
immigrants were deported, these were the ones 
who the immigration investigation branch, 
comprising of a staff of just 336, managed to 
trace. Once they are through the perfunctory 
immigration controls at ports and airports the 
authorities can only hope that they will return 
before their visa expires and not disappear 
without trace. This situation will be 
exacerbated after Britain is forced to accept the 
European Community ruling on immigration 
controls. It is extremely doubtful that John 
Major and his administration possess sufficient 
backbone to resist pressure to implement such 
a ruling. 

The other route to illegal entry is via political 
asylum which is presently stretching the 
resources of the system to breaking point. 

There are at least 19,000 refugees in the 
Borough of Lambeth. 

In 1991 political asylum applications reached 
48,840 (which number excludes families and 
dependants), there is at present a backlog of 55 
cases still remaining to be processed, and, not 
surprisingly, 14,220 asylum seekers vanished 
within Great Britain. 

These figures do not tell the full story, the 
figures may be distorted and ‘massaged’ by a 
system that has always sought to play down the 
true extent of illegal immigration (and for that 
matter legal immigration), the scale of the 
problem will far exceed these figures. 

ADHERENCE 

The slavish adherence to all things liberal so 
well exemplified by our present leaders and 
amplified by the various ‘politically correct’ 
pronouncements of the doyens of the media has 
seemingly left them with little will to address 
the problem with the necessary vigour and 
diligence that is essential to bring this abuse 
under control. They are terrified of being 
branded ‘racist’ by the very organisations and 
quangos that they fund. 

A grim and depressing picture, one among 
many, but I believe now there is good reason 
for optimism, for those of us who believe that 
Nationalist values in general, and the policies 
of the National Front in particular, are the 
only way forward. 

The National Front has broken free of the 
chains that constrained it in past years, chains 
of constraint forged by unrealistic and counter¬ 
productive policies and tactics which tended to 
alienate some sections of public opinion. It is 
now going forward with sensible, realistic and 
wholesome policies without compromising its 
basic tenets. A sense of optimism is paramount 
to counter the present apathy of the British 
people, caused in part by a Government that 
refuses to address the consensus of public 
opinion in matters crucially affecting their lives 
and future well-being. 

Time after time I have heard people say that 
it is too late to bring about change, too late to 
tip the balance against the determined thrust by 
some in our country who are intent on bringing 
about a despotic and unnatural multi-racial 
society; too late to reverse the craven European 
aspirations of our present leadership: too late 
to stamp out the insidious spread of mindless 
violence and drug addiction; to late to once 
and for all crush the terrorism against our 
fellow countrymen. Our answer to these people 
in their defeatist pessimism should be that it is 
NOT too late, never mind that the time is five 
minutes to midnight. 

The truth is that it does not matter one iota 
whether the time is five minutes to midnight or 
fifteen minutes past one. because what has been 
‘done’ in our name, what has been perpetrated 
under the spurious guise of some sort of 
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mandate can ultimately be undone. Treaties 
signed against the common consent of the 
people can. at a later date, be swept aside. 
Nothing in the world’s history has ever been 
written in stone, nothing is irreversible or 
irrevocable no matter what the media and the 
political pundits may say. events in the 
erstwhile USSR and Eastern Europe yet again 
prove the incontrovertible truth of this premise. 

It is therefore necessary to retain a good 
measure of optimism. Pessimism often brings 
forth defeatism and the grudging acceptance of 
the status quo which is exactly how the ‘great 
and good' prefer us to be. If all true patriots 
stand united, four square with a clear vision of 
the future our will, will prevail. 

* * * * 


A Letter from Mr. A. Evans of Worcester 
National Front. 

Ideas for Stickers 

WITH REFERENCE to the article “Helping 
with the Distribution of Literature" in 
Vanguard No. 39 I enclose some ideas for 
stickers which we have designed at the 
Worcester Branch of the National Front. 

We would like to hear from Vanguard 
readers their reaction to them. Could other 
National Front branches send their designs in 
for comment? 


Letter from Mrs J.D. Howard. Middlesex. 

Change of Name 

I AM sorry to say that I do not feel the name 
National Front does you all justice. I have 
asked for some time now for the name to be 
changed to something more acceptable. 

People associate the NF with violence, 
skinheads. Brick Lane, bovver boots, the lot. If 
the NF changed its name it could only be for 
the better. Due to the name National Front, 
opponents meet on the streets to cause upset 
and violence, it is so unfair. 

I have a lovely thank you letter from Mr 
Churchill. So grateful for support. He said he 
had thousands of letters of support. You could 
probably have these thousands if you only 
changed your name. We need a good, caring 
party, but with a different name. One that cares 
for our people, the environment. Green Belt 
land, no further immigration and help for 
coloureds to go back home. A good name can 
enhance the image. 

Think very carefully about a name change. 
The Labour Party did it. It did not come off 
but they tried. The Liberals had a name 
change. Why not get right away from all the 
past image of violence and trouble? If you do 
not, sadly the image will stick for good. At 
least until it is too late to help our dear little 
country. I know so many folk who would 
support you IF you came up with a good 
name. The desire for change IS there. A name 
that does NOT cause hostility. Surely one can 
be found? 

Keep up with your good magazine. I will 
keep passing it around. I am going to order a 
further two copies of your splendid Vanguard 
from my local branch. 


A letter from Derek Hubbard of Ealing. West 
London. 

ARE THEY LINKED? 

I REFER to the article "Speeding them on their 
way back home" by Noel Hunt (see Vanguard 
No.39, page 4.) 

The offer of a £20,000 grant from the 
London Borough of Brent to Irish council 
tenants to encourage them to return to the 
Republic of Ireland, with enough to buy a 
house, may have had some interesting 
benefits. 

It could account for the appalling turnout 
(for the IRA) at the Troops Out Movement 
march held in London on Saturday 30th 
January 1993. 

It could also encourage the Irish in the 
borough, whose loyalties lie with the Republic 
of Ireland, to actually live there, with a 
donation made by British tax-payers - a small 
price to pay for so great a benefit. 

It is also interesting that the Labour Party 
and, for example, the Socialist Workers’ Party 
have not marched up hill and down dale to 
draw attention to the discrimination in this 
whites only policy. 

Does anyone know why they have not 
protested? Perhaps the Labour Party or the 
SWP would care to answer. 


WE WOULD LIKE TO HEAR YOUR 
NEWS. VIEWS AND COMMENTS ON 
THE ISSUES OF THE DAY 
Vanguard Publications, P.0. Box 2269, 
London E6 3RF. 
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DISCRIMINATION 


THE CHANGING 

UNLIKE COLOURED immigrants, 
women make up approximately half of the 
modern British population. So, unlike 
coloured immigrants, there is a more 
obvious grievance when comparatively few 
women are appointed to positions of 
authority. 

Positive discrimination is of course just 
one aspect of an aggressive and insidious 
campaign designed towards the fostering of 
a multi-racial society. This calculated 
promotion of Blacks over a rather brow¬ 
beaten indigenous population is a moral 
outrage. All the indications are that the 
native British people are finally awakening 
to this onslaught against them and 
beginning to fight back. 

But whilst positive discrimination is 
clearly part of a deliberate attempt to 
promote racial minorities and cultures 
within our society, native British women are 
not a minority in their own land, and they do 
have a valuable role to play within British 
society. This last remark is not intended as a 
nostalgic reference to their traditional role. 

The structure of today’s society is far 
removed from the traditional structure of 
the past. It is not being patronising to say 
that up until camparatively recently many 
jobs were physically too demanding for 
women to perform. Mining remaining one of 
the few examples. Now that we are firmly 
established in the new age of computer 
technology, however, the force behind the 
traditional arguments that 'a woman's role is 
in the home' no longer applies. For a number 
of very pressing reasons Nationalists ought 
to agree that women have a valuable 
contribution to make in the modern 
workforce. 

We have to take into account the changing 
nature of society. These days, as many of 
you will unfortunately be aware, very few 
jobs are kept for life. It is a strong 
probability that most people entering the 
workforce today at some time or another 
will lose their job. This fact has very serious 
consequences for married couples hoping to 
start a family. Families need financial 
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security and in our modern society this 
effectively dictates the need for both couples 
to go out to work. Then, at least, if one 
parent should lose their jobs there is still an 
income supply supporting the family. 
Regretably or not, the old traditional 
concept of the family no longer applies to the 
demands of modern society. 

In addition, when the National Front’s 
policy of repatriation is implemented it will 
also become necessary to fill many of the 
empty posts vacated by our unwanted 
guests. It is unrealistic to suppose that 
women would not, or should not, be 
appointed to many of these vacancies. 

The most compelling reason has been left 
until last. Nationalists of all peoples, ought 
to recognise that for the benefit of the whole 
community is is essential that people receive 


jobs, judged solely upon their suitability for 
the post. Women are just as capable or 
incapable, depending on your point of view, 
as men are. We only handicap our society 
viz-a-vis our competitors if we continue to 
discriminate against women. 

For the sake of our Nation we must accept 
that the nature of our community has 
radically changed. The sterile old arguments 
about the relative positions of men and 
women (and class divisions) are ideological 
cul-de-sacs. Such arguments only serve to 
divert the British people from a defence of 
their real priorities: namely the preservation 
of their racial identity and the protection of 
their homeland against the rapidly spirraling 
numbers of coloured immigrants. 

ALEX MULKERRIN 


The Roots of the British 

by Stephen J. Brady BSc(Hons), ARCS, Cert Ed. 


Who are we, as a people? Where did the British come from? 
Are we ‘a nation of immigrants’ as some multi-racialists 
would argue? All this is answered in The Roots of the British 


£2.95 inc P&P 

From Freedom Books, BCM Newpat, London WC1N 3XX. 
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